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CURRENT TOPICS. 


A coRRESPONDENT of the Zimes of the 9th inst., writing over 
the signature of ‘“‘ Conveyancer,” refers to our recent weekly 
allusions to the working of the system of registration of title to 
land which the Land Transfer Act, 1897, was passed to develop, 
and he laments at some length over the failure of the system to 
live down opposition. He is good enough not to ascribe that 
opposition “ to stupid obstinacy in the lay, or to self-interest in 


the professional mind,” and he —— that the arrangements 
at the Land Registry Office, parti ly in regard to mortgage 
transactions, are sufficient to account for the fact that the system 
is not in favour. But having made this concession, he diverges 
into a singularly irrelevant attack upon some of the incon- 
veniences of the present system of private conveyancing. The 

int to which he specially calis attention is the continual re- 
investigation of title to land upon every fresh dealing with it. 
“There is,” he says, ‘no finality about it—nothing to stamp a 
title as good up to a particular date, so that a fresh start can be 
taken for the next transaction from the point down to which it 
was last ransacked.” The writer seems to be quite oblivious of 
the fact that the inconvenience caused by lengthy abstracts was 

fectly recognized, and was in a fair way of being remedied, 
ad not the Act of 1897 been forced upon an unwilling public. 
It is not the time now to reopen a controversy of which 
we heard a great deal a few years back, but we may 
remind the writer of a fact, well enough known to the 
majority of our readers, that the Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society promoted a Bill founded on Mr. Wotsrsy- 
HoLME’s scheme for the reform of conveyancing which would 
have had—to put it shortly—the effect of conning abstracts 
to a series of simple conveyances of the legal fee. The scheme 
was explained by Mr. WotsTennotme himself in these columns 
in 1894 (39 Soxrcrrors’ Journat, p. 4). Pending the present 
experimental stage of registration of title—experimental, that is, 
if official guarantees are to be relied on—this scheme is, of 
course, in abeyance, but it is quite-an error to sup that 
landowners and lawyers have only registration of title to look to 
as the remedy for existing inconveniences in conveyancing. It 
would be possible to follow up the Conveyancing and Settled 
Land Acts with further reforms which would make private con- 
veyancing far more acceptable than any system the Land 


Ovr atrention has been called to a possible consequence to 
solicitors if the Prevention of Corruption Bill is passed in its 
present form. Under the Bill it would seem that, where a 











solicitor has been employed to make an investment in stocks or 
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to effect an insurance, and has shared the brokerage with the 
broker or takes a commission from the insurance office without 
the knowledge of his client, such conduct will be penal both'on 
the part of the broker or insurance office and on the part of the 
solicitor. The ethics of this matter of sharing brokerage and 
taking commissions have been frequently under discussion, and 
opinions on it vary. The practice of taking commissions on 
insurances is probably more prevalent than that of sharing 
brokerage, though in each case it may be suggested with con- 
fidence that the client is in fact benefited. He has work done 
for him at no cost to himself for which he would otherwise have 
to pay. But so long as he is left in ignorance of what is being 
done it is difficult to draw the line between these and other 
secret commissions. The fact that they represent work for 
which the solicitor would otherwise be entitled to charge is 
expressly recognized in clause 12 of the Bill, and it is provided 
that such fact shall not be accepted as proof that the receipt of 
the commission was not corrupt, but shall be admissible to 
diminish the sum which the agent may be ordered to pay over 
to his principal. The gist of the whole matter is the secrecy. So 
far as concerns the solicitor and his client, it is perfectly easy for 
the solicitor to inform his client of what is being done, and in 
all probability the latter will hear with pleasure that he is 
having work done for him without additional cost to himself. 
The difficulty suggested is, that the brokers and insurance officials 
will be under the same liability to a criminal prosecution as the 
solicitor, and that on this ground they will be bound for their 
own protection to decline to pay any commission in future. Of 
course, if the Bill becomes law, it will be essential for all who 
either pay or receive commissions to consider carefully how they 
are affected, and it may perhaps be possible to furnish evidence 
to the broker or insurance office that the client has been duly 
informed. But the provision is a vexatious one, quite un- 
necessary for —— of the public, and it ought to be 
strenuously resisted. 





In a LETTER which we print elsewhere, Messrs. Howz & Rake 
recur to the question of the necessity, in a district where regis- 
tration is compulsory, of registering the assignment made upon 
a sale by a oe of leasehold land by way of sub-demise. 
A sub-term created for mortgage purposes is by virtue of the 
first schedule to the Land Transfer Act, 1897, incapable of regis- 
tration, and if upon a sale by the mortgagee no more than the 
sub-term is assigned, it is equally incapable of registration in 
the hands of the assignee. Where, however, the mortgage 
contains the usual trust of the outstanding days of the head 
term in favour of the mortgagee, and the benefit of this trust 
passes to the assignee, so that the entire term is beneficially 
vested in him, it may well be that the assignment so deals with 
the entire term as to render registration necessary. Our corre~ 
spondents suggest that this result can be avoided by inserting 
in the assignment an — proviso that no interest in the out- 
standing days shall be deemed to pass. The assignee can then 
take nothing but the sub-term, and his interest is by statute 
incapable of registration. The suggestion, it seems to us, is 
sound, but only upon the supposition that the mortgage is 
made by sub-demise, by notice under section 50 of the 
Land Transfer Act, 1875, without any registered charge. There 
is then nothing relating to the mortgage on the register 
this notice, and ided the notice is not interfered with, 
dealings with the mortgage sub-term can go on for an indefinite 
length of time off the register. But we apprehend that the 
practice is not to rely upon a mortgage by sub-demise protected 
only by notice, but that a registered charge is taken as well. 
And though, so long as the mortgage subsists as a mortgage, the 
sub-term is a valuable protection to the mortgagee without 
involving him in the liabilities of an assignee of the head term, 
yet upon a sale the natural course is for the mortgagee to sell 
the head term under the power of sale conferred by the charge, 
and at the same time surrender the sub-term. It would hardly 
be for the purchaser’s interest to take an assignment of the sub- 
term off the register while the charge remained Poses on 
the register as an incumbrance on the head term. It seems to 
us that when the policy of registering a charge is admitted it 
necessarily follows that the mortgage sub-term created with i 





will exist only for strictly mortgage purposes, and then, when 
the mortgage ceases upon a sale, the purchaser should take 
transfer of the head term upon the register. With reference io 
the other points raised by our correspondents, we doubt whether 
section 80 of the Act of 1875 extends to dispense with proof of 
any matters except those actually contained in the certificate of 
charge itself; and as to the non-passing of the legal estate 
where the sub-demise is executed before registration of the head 
term, it is by no means clear that the defect can be cured by 
including the sub-demise in the registered charge. The sub-term 
itself cannot be registered, and so far as this is concerned, the 
deed of charge does not seem to be a “ disposition delivered for 
registration” within the meaning of rule 78. 





THE DEcisIon of the majority of the Court of Appeal in Restel] 
v. Nye and Chambers v. Goldthorpe (1901, 1 Q. B. 624) will be 
read with interest by those engaged in the building of houses, 
It is unnecessary to consider whether there is any truth in the 


saying that it is only a fool who builds himself a house, but it' 


may, without exaggeration, be said that dealings with a builder 
are particularly calculated to raise disputes. And where one of 
such disputes ends in an action at law, the ordinary course of 
procedure—the trial, the reference to arbitration or to the 
official referee, and the difficulty which the parties expe- 
rience in bringing the points which they consider import- 
ant before the court—makes those who may have to employ 
a builder anxious to avoid such dilatory and expensive 
litigation. The usual building contract, requiring the builder 
to work under the supervision of an architect employed by the 
building owner, and making the certificate of the architect 
necessary before the builder can recover the contract price, 
has been in use for many years, and though some of 
its provisions are criticized by Lord Grmrnorre in 
his “Book about Building,” it has remained substanti- 
ally unaltered and has been the subject of several reported 
cases in the High Oourt. The decision in Chambers y. 
Goldthorpe and Restell v. Nye is stated with much brevity in 
the head-note: ‘A building owner employed an architect 
for reward to supervise the erection of certain houses 
by a contractor. The building contract — for payments 
on account of the price of the works during their progress, 
and for payment of the balance after their completion, upon 
certificates of the architect, and that a certificate of the 
architect shewing the final balance due or payable to the 
contractor should be conclusive evidence of the wozks having been 
duly completed, and that the contractor was entitled to receive 
er of the final balance. Held (by A. L. Surrn, M.R., and 
Lins, L.J., Romer, L.J., dissenting), that the architect, in ascer- 
taining the amount due to the contractor and certifying for the 
same under the contract, occupied the position of an arbitrator, 
and therefore was not liable to an action by the build 
ing owner for negligence in the exercise of those functions.” 





Tuz Covrr of Appeal had to consider the same question 
in two cases, but it will be necessary to refer to only one 
ofthem. In this case the building contract contained a clause 
as follows: ‘‘ When the value of the works executed and not 
included in any former certificate shall from time to time 
amount to the sum of £200, the contractors are to be entitled to 
receive payment at the rate of £75 per cent. upon such value 
upon obtaining the architect’s certificate, a further £15 per cent. 
upon such value within one calendar month from the completion 
of the works, and of which completion the contractors 
shall have obtained the certificate of the architect, and the 
remaining £10 per cent at the expiration of a further period of 
three calendar months from such last-mentioned certificate.” 
Another clause was as follows: ‘‘ A certificate of the architest 
es shewing the final balance due or payable to the con- 
tractors is to be conclusive evidence of the works having been 
duly completed and that the contractors are entitled to receive 
payment of the final balance.” The action was against the 
architect for negligence in not checking the builder's 
accounts with proper skill and diligence and in improperly 





certifying for.qxtras. The decision of the majority of the Court 
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of Appeal was that, upon the true construction of the contract, 
the architect was in the position of an arbitrator between the 
puilding owner and the contractor, and not in the position of an 
nt for the building owner. We cannot but think that this 
decision will be matter for surprise to those engaged in 
building contracts. In their view, the functions of an 
architect are wholly separate and distinct from those of an 
arbitrator. Their object in incurring the extra expense of an 
architect is to obtain the benefit of his skill and experience for 
the purpose of protecting them against unfair demands on the 
ofthe builder. They know from experience that, owing to 
the great competition in the building trade, the builder will 
often sign contracts which practically place him at the mercy of 
the building owners. They are willing to pay him a fair price 
for his work, but they like to have the power of a despot over 
him, a power which they believe will not be abused. But, 
according to the decision of the Court of Appeal, they are 
simply paying the expenses of an arbitrator, who, in checking 
the builder’s accounts and in certifying for extras, has no 
greater duty towards them than he has towards the builder. 
The decision of the court proceeded upon several previous cases, 
not one of which was in the Court of Appeal, and in some of 
which there was evidently a mutual agreement to refer to 
arbitration. In the present case the agreement was prepared 
by the building owner for his own exclusive benefit, and he was 
solely liable for the remuneration of the architect. 





A sucozssFut plaintifi’s right to costs on the High Court scale 
in actions of contract is, by ord. 65, r. 12, of the Rules of the 
Supreme Oourt, made dependent on his recovery of a sum 
“exceeding £50,” it being thereby provided that, where a less 
amount is recovered, “ he shall be entitled to no more costs than 
he would have been entitled to had he brought his action in a 
county court, unless the court or judge otherwise orders.” In 
construing this provision, the Court of Appeal have, in the very 
recent case of Duxbury and Others v. Barlow and Another (reported 
elsewhere) held, reversing the decision of GranruaM, J., that where 
several persons are joined aa defendants, in respect of separate 
and distinct causes of action, the plaintifi’s right to High Court 
costs against each defendant depends upon whether the plaintiff 


has obtained judgment against him for a sum exceeding £50, and | P® 


not upon the aggregate amount recovered by the plaintiff in his 
action, even though his admitted claim against one or other of 
the defendants exceeds £50. While we do not venture to impugn 
the correctness of this decision, we cannot but think that its 
effect will be to hamper plaintiffs, who, in their anxiety to avoid 
multiplicity of suite, now often avail themselves of ord. 16, r. 4, 
and join as defendants in one High Court action all persons 
against whom “the right to any relief is alleged to exist, 
whether jointly, severally, or in the alternative,” instead of 
proceeding in the High Court against some of them and in the 
county court against others. In future it will, we submit, 
hardly be safe to adopt this course where the causes of action 
are all separate and distinct, unless the plaintiff’s claim against 
each defendant exceeds £50. It is to be hoped, however, that 
where the plaintiff, in joining several persons as defendants in 
one High Court action, has obviously adopted the most expe- 
ditious and convenient course, the court wil, in the exercise of 
the discretion conferred upon it by ord. 65, r. 12, award him his 
costs on the High Court scale, even though judgment for a sum 
zpueing £50 has not been obtained against each separate 
efendant, 





Tue pgcrston of Bruce and Purtxiorx, JJ., in the recent case 
of Ludham Vestry v. Minter (1901, 1 Q. B. 501) is of importance 
as shewing that an “open space” vested in a local authority 
under the Open Spaces Acts may be the subject of an apportion- 
ment for the expenses of paving a new street. The new street 
in question ran between houses on one side anda public park 
on the other. The park had been acquired by the vestry under 
the Open Spaces Acts, and had been conveyed to them \ deed 
to the intent that it should be maintained ‘as an open space for 
the perpetual use thereof by the public for exercise and 
recreation.” ‘The vestry assessed the owners or occupiers of the 
houses on the opposite ‘side of the street for the ogat of paving 
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upon the basis that no | ps of that cost should be thrown on 
themselves as owners of the open space. It is, of course, clear 
that where land or buildings are incapable of ever being used so 
as to produce a profit, the owner is not assessable in respect of 
them to rates and charges under the Metropolis Management Acts : 
see Angell v. Paddington Vestry (L. R. 3 Q. B. 714), Wright v. 
Ingle (16 Q. B. D. 379). Inthe present case it was suggested that 
the immunity enjoyed by consecrated ground (as in Angell v. 
Paddington Vestry) ought equally to apply in the case of land which 
must for ever remain a place of public recreation and cannot be 
made a source of profit. But under the London Open 8 

Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. lxxi.), a local authority is enabled to 
erect certain buildings for purposes of ornament and recreation 
on an open space vested in them, and in the present case the 
vestry had erected a bandstand and cloakroom and a refresh- 
ment stall which was let at a rent to a caterer. The court, 
therefore, held that the open space was not so completely 
“‘ struck with sterility” as to give it immunity from the paving 
charges, and that the vestry were consequently the “‘ owners” 
of it within section 250 of the Metropolis aot omen Act, 
1855, and that the expenses must be apportioned upon that 
footing. 





AN INSTRUCTIVE judgment as to the relative liabilities of the 
legal and equitable owners of property has been given by Lord 
LinDLey in delivering the judgment of the Privy Council in 
Hardoon v. Belilios (49 W. R. 209), an appeal from the Supreme 
Court of Hong Kong. Shares in a bank, on which there was a 
liability for uncalled capital, were in 1891 placed in the name 
of the plaintiff by his then employers, B.& K. Ultimately the 
certificate for the shares came into the hands of the defendant as 
security for money advanced by him, and in 1892 the defendant, 
according to the Hong Kong courts, became absolutely 
entitled to the beneficial ownership of the shares. 
Calls were made, and at first the defendant provided 
the plaintiff with money to meet the calls, though 
in his books he treated these sums as paid on account of 
the plaintiff. And the defendant demanded and received from 
the plaintiff the dividends paid on the shares. At length, 
however, the defendant refused to find any further funds for 
yment of calls, and the plaintiff, having become liable for a 
sum of £400, sought to recover this from the defendant by way 
of indemnity. That under ordinary circumstances a trustee of 
property is entitled to look to the beneficial owner for indemnity 
against liabilities incident to the legal ownership, is a familiar 
principle of equity. But in the present case the defendant 
sought to escape on the ground that the plaintiff had never been 
created a trustee for him, and that there was no contract for 
indemnity between them. The Privy Council, however, have 
declined to limit in this way the liability of a beneficial owner 
to keep his trustee indemnified. ‘‘ All that is necessary,” said 
Lord Lrypxey, ‘to establish the relation of trustee and cestwr 
que trust is to prove that the legal title was in the plaintiff 
and the equitable title in the defendant.” How the titles 
became vested respectively in the two parties was immaterial. 
It was sufficient that the titles were in fact distinct. And 
the trust being thus established, it followed that the 
defendant, who had accepted the benefits of the pro- 
perty, was bound to discharge its liabilities. ‘‘The plainest 
principles of justice,” continued Lord Linpiey, “ require that 
the cestui gue trust who gets all the benefit of the property should 
bear its burdens, unless he can ahew some good reason why his 
trustee should bear them himself.” In the case, indeed, where 
a cestui que trust is not sui juris, or has only a partial interest in 
the property, there is ground for not pushing the @ to 
the full extent of imposing on him personal liability, and the 
trustee must then look for indemnity to the trust estate. But 
no such limitation applies where the cestwi gue trust is sue juris 
and absolute owner, and then he is water 0 genase liability to 
reimburse to the trustee expenses incurred by him. In the 
present case, therefore, the defendant was liable to indemnity 
the plaintiff against the calls on the shares. 








Tho Attorney-General was to receive the honorary degree of LL.D. trom 
the University of Edinburgh on Friday. 
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LOANS ON REVERSIONS. 


No small commotion has been caused among insurance com- 
panies and others who are in the habit of lending money on the 
security of reversions by the doubt which has been recently 
expressed as to the validity of the usual provision contained in 
such a security for the capitalization of interest in arrear. 

Such a provision has been expressly held valid as against the 
mortgagor in the well-known case of Clarkson v. Henderson (14 
Ch. D. 348), decided by Hatt, V.C., in the year 1880; and has 
also been tacitly recognized by the House of Lords in the recent 
case of Salt v. Marquess of Northampton (1892, A. C. 1), in which 
it was assumed, on all sides, that the mortgagees were entitled 
to deduct accumulations of interest in arrear and premiums on 
policies of assurance, at compound interest, before handing over 
the balance of the policy money the right to which was in 
dispute. Ever since the decision in the first-mentioned case 
enormous sums have been advanced on securities of this class in 
reliance on the decision ; but it is now suggested, that whenever 
an arrear of interest (and the same reasons would seem to apply 
to an unpaid premium of insurance) is capitalized under the 
usual provision, there is in the eye of the law a further advance 
by the mortgagor to the mortgagee, which, according to the 
doctrine of Hopkinson v. Rolt (9 H. L. 0, 514), must be postponed 
to a second incumbrance of which the mortgagee has notice. 

In support of this view two cases are referred to—namely, 
West v. Williams (1899, 1 Ch. 132) and Bradford v. Briggs (12 
A. C. 29); but for various reasons, the more obvious of which 
are hereinafter stated, we venture to think that the doubt 
expressed is devoid of foundation, and that lenders may resume 
their profitable operations with restored confidence, so far at 
least as this doubt is concerned. In the last-mentioned case, 
Bradford v. Briggs, Lord Buacksurn, in the course of his 
remarks on Hopkinson v. Rolt, said (p. 37): “It seems to 
me to depend entirely on what I cannot but think a prin- 
ciple of justice, that a mortgagee who is entitled, but not 
bound [the italics are ours}, to give credit on the security of 
property belonging to the debtor, cannot give that credit 

he has notice that the property has so far” [#.¢., by 
the second incumbrance] “been parted with by the debtor.” 
In West vy. Williams (ubi supra) the first mortgage contained 
@ covenant by the mortgagee to make further advances, and the 
question for decision was, whether this covenant prevented the 
principle of Hopkinson v. Rolt from applying to an advance 
purporting to be made in pursuance of such covenant, 
after the receipt of notice of a second incumbrance. The 
Court of Appeal (Lixptey, M.R., and Onrrry, L.J.; Vavanan 
Wuz21uss, L.J., concurring) held that the principle applied ; 
but on the ground (see pp. 143, 146) that the mortgagor 
by parting, pro tanto to the second mortgagee, with the 
equity of redemption, upon the security of which the first 
mortgagee covenanted to make the further advance, had thereby 
released the first mortgagee from the obligation to perform his 
covenant. The decision, therefore, merely amounted to this: 
that the first mortgagee, not being bound to make the further 
advance, did so voluntarily, and that therefore the principle of 
Hopkinson vy. Rolt applied. So far from expressing disapproval 
of the qualification (italicized above) in Lord Biacksurn’s state- 
ment of the principle, both learned judges referred to Bradford 
v. Briggs as shewing what the principle is, and proceeded to 
bring the case before them within the qualification. Liypuey, 
M.R,, stated the principle thus (p. 143): “An owner of 
property, dealing honestly with it, cannot confer upon 
a greater interest in that Property than he himself 
has.” Curry, L.J., stated the principle to be (p. 146), “that 
a mortgagee cannot obtain a charge on property which is no 
longer the mortgagor’s to charge, and which the mortgagee 
oe bs the time when he makes his age advance is no 
er the property of the mortgagor. t is hardly necessary 
to add that all these principles (i.c., those statod by Lord 
Buiacxsunn, Linvizy, M.R., and Ourrry, L.J.) are applicable 
in favour of a first mortgagee as against the second mortgagee, 
just as much as in favour of the latter as against the former 
making a further advance. 
Turning now to the provision for capitalization of interest: it 


the interest on the sum originally advanced ; both parties having 
in contemplation the fact that the mortgagor may be unable to 
keep down the interest as it accrues; the consideration for the 
mortgagee’s abstention from realizing the security, when interest 
falls in arrear, by a forced sale of the reversion before it 
falls into possession, being that the interest in arrear shall be 
turned into capital and itself bear interest. In the form in 
common use, the provision is without prejudice to the right 
of the mortgagee to require, or of the mortgagor to make, 
payment of interest as it accrues, and accumulations are 
charged on the property comprised in the security. As already 
stated, such a provision has been held to be valid as against 
the mortgagor, and it seems beyond question that it is also 
good as against a purchaser of the equity of redemption. Such 
a purchaser is substituted, gud the security on the property 
mortgaged, for the original mortgagor. He can redeem 
the first mortgage, or he can, if he choose, keep down the 
interest as it accrues due, and thus prevent the provision for 
capitalization of interest from having any further operation. If 
he fails or neglects to do so, and gets the benefit of the first 
mortgagee’s abstention from realizing, why should he not be 
bound by the provision in the mortgage providing for that 
event? We cannot doubt that he is so bound. 

Then why should a second mortgagee stand on a bettter 
footing than a purchaser of the equity of redemption? Sucha 
second mortgagee is also, pro tanto, assignee of the equity of 
redemption. He has the same right to redeem the first 
mortgage and the same right, if he choose, to keep down the 
interest as it accrues. If he neglects or fails to do so, and gets 
the benefit of the first mortgagee’s abstention from realizing, 
why should he not also be bound by the provision? Again we 
cannot doubt that he is so bound. 

Assuming (though not admitting) that whenever interest falls 
in arrear and is capitalized there is, in the eye of the law, a 
further advance, it is conceived that there is a broad distinction 
between the principle of Hopkinson v. Rolt, as above enunciated, 
and the provision for capitalization of interest—namely, that in 
the former case (if it is permissible to state the principle in a 
fourth form) the actual further advance is postponed, because it 
is, gud the security on the property, made to the wrong person— 
t.¢., the mortgagor after he has parted, pro ¢anio, with the pro- 
perty—whereas, in the latter case, the notional further advance 
is made, gud the security on the property, to the right person— 
namely, the assignee—who, having the right to redeem the 
first mortgage and to keep down the interest, neglects to do so, 
and gets the benefit of the first mortgagee’s abstention from 
realizing his security by a forced sale. 

Moreover, we see no reason for confining the suggested 
principle of a further advance to provisions for capitalization 
of interest. It would seem to apply equally to all arrears 
of interest whether capitalized or not; and whenever a 
mortgagee allows interest to fall into arrear without realizing 
his security, he would have to be deemed to make a further 
advance to the mortgagor. A second mortgagee could not be 
allowed a monopoly of the principle, and the result would be 
that whenever property is mortgaged twice, and the first mort- 
gagee has notice of the second mortgage, then, if interest on both 
mortgages falls into arrear, there would bea series of cross- 
riorities, each instalment of interest under either mortgage 
ving priority over subsequent instalments of interest under the 
other mortgage. It is scarcely necessary to add that where the 
property is a reversion, the second mortgage would itself 
usually contain a provision for capitalization of interest. 

Turning to the practical side of the question: the second 
mortgagee would in many cases be the person principally injured, 
if the suggested principle applied. He not*unfrequently relies 
on the probability that an insurance company, or other wealthy 
lender, who has advanced a large sum on first mortgage on 
remunerative terms, will, in case of default by the mortgagor, 
continue to allow interest to fall into arrear and to find the 
premiums on the policies of insurance which frequently form 
part of such a security, and thus preserve the security of the 
second mortgagee in its most ar al form without any out-of- 
pocket expense to the latter. If, however, the suggested 
principle applied, a first mortgagee who has received notice of a 





is a term of the original advance for securing the repayment of 


second mortgage would be obliged to realize his security as 
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gon as default was made by the mortgagor, since he clearly 

not allow interest to fall into arrear or find premiums on 
the policies except upon the terms of the mortgage deed. The 
oond mortgagee would have to either redeem the first 
mortgage, or to find the interest on the first mortgage and 
premiums himself, or else run the risk of having his margin of 
geurity lost on a forced sale of the reversion, or at any rate 
having his money returned to him almost immediately after 
investment. 

In a not uncommon form of the provision in question the 
mortgagee covenants to allow interest to fall into arrear on the 
terms of its being capitalized : see Salt v. Marquess of Northampton 
(pra). Such a covenant seems clearly binding on the 
mortgagee (cf. Biggs v. Hoddinott, 1898, 2 Ch. 807); and he 
gould be restrained from suing for the interest, or realizing the 
geurity, in breach of his covenant. If binding, such a covenant 
at once places the case within the qualification in Lord 
BuackBURN’s statement of the principle of Hopkinson v. olt. 
For reasons already stated, the case of West v. Williams (ubi 
supra) does not impugn the correctness of that qualification, nor 
are we aware of any other decision which does so. The 
second mortgagee, as assignee, would be entitled to restrain 
the first mortgagee from enforcing, by means of realization, 
payment of interest in arrear; and would, we cannot doubt, be 
bound by his correlative right to capitalize such interest in 
manner provided by his mortgage deed. 




























COSTS ON THE HIGHER SCALE. 


Taz current number of the Zaw Reports for the Chancery 
Division contains an important examination by Bucktey, J., in 
Rivington v. Garden (1901, 1 Ch. 561) of the circumstances under 
which costs can be allowed on the higher scale. In some cases 
there has been a disposition on the part of judges to reward in 
this manner exceptional ability and diligence shewn by the 
solicitors in charge of a case. In Re Leeuw (93 L. T. Journ. 333), 
for instance, Currry, J., is reported to have said that where skill, 
ability, and promptitude in winding up an estate were specially 
displayed, the solicitors were entitled to special acknowledgment, 
and under the circumstances of that case he ordered their costs 
to be taxed on the higher scale; and in the partition action of 
Marriott v. Cobbett (38 Soxicrrors’ JourNAL 620), the same learned 
judge, having received from his chief clerk a special report as to the 
extremely able way in which the proceedings in chambers had 
been conducted, and as to the avoidance of all needless detail, 
said that, although he very rarely allowed the higher scale, yet 
he should do so in that case as an encouragement to others. It 
is obvious that other solicitors would only be encouraged on the 
assumption that, if they displayed the same ability, they would 
receive the like reward ; so that the logical result of the case wae 
that, wherever special ability was shewn by a solicitor, costs on 
the higher scale were to be allowed. Unfortunately, however, 
there seems to be nothing in the language of the Rules of the 
Supreme Court, ord. 65, r. 9, under which alone such costs can 
be ordered, expressly to support this view, and in the present case 
Bucxixy, J., has -shewn that it is opposed to the construction 
placed upon the rule by the Court of Appeal in the two cases 
of Williamson vy. North Staffordshire Railway Co, (82 Oh. D. 
399) and Paine v. Chisholm (39 W. R. 358; 1891, 1 Q. B. 581), 
By the rule in question it is provided that costs on the higher 
scale ‘‘ may be allowed, either generally in any cause or matter, 
or as to the costs of any particular application made, or business 
done, in any cause or matter, if, on special grounds arising out 
of the nature and importance, or the difficulty or urgency of the 
case, the court or a judge shall so order.” Thus the 
application of the rule depends entirely upon the existence of 
special grounds arising out of the nature and importance, or the 
dificulty or urgency of the case, It is not enough that the case is 
important and difficult, or that it is urgent. In order that the 
higher scale may be allowed there must be special grounds 
arising out of the importance and difficulty or the urgency. 
This distinction was taken in Williamson v. North Staffordshire 
Railway Co,, where the application for costs on the higher scale 
was based upon the circumstance that the case was one of *h 
importance and difficulty. “Although,” said Oorron, LJ., 


























‘‘ this case is one of importance and extreme difficulty, I do not 
think there are in it special grounds arising out of the nature 
and importance or the difficulty or urgency of the case. I have 
great difficulty in understanding the meaning of the rule, and it 
is not necessary for us to determine its constraction, but I think 
that in the present case, though important and difficult, there 
are no special grounds arising out of its importance or difficulty 
to justify us in giving costs on the higher scale.” This judg- 
ment, in which Bowgn and Fry, L.JJ., concurred, was thus 
purely negative. The importance, difficulty, or urgency of a 
case are not, taken alone, sufficient to justify the allowance of 
costs on the higher scale; there must further be special grounds 
arising out of these circumstances, though as to the nature of such 
special grounds the decision was as silent as the rule itself. 

Equally negative was the decision of the Court of Appeal in 
Paine v. Chisholm (supra). There an action had been brought 
for fraudulent misrepresentation made upon the sale of a public- 
house by the defendant to the plaintiff. The trial took place 
before Sreruen, J., and a jury, and lasted eight days, about 
thirty witnesses being called on each side. The jury returned a 
verdict for the defendant, and Srzrnen, J., gave judgment 
accordingly, and granted the defendant’s application for costs on 
the higher scale. The Court of Appeal held that there were no 
special grounds which warranted this course, and that the judge, 
therefore, had no power to exercise his jurisdiction by giving 
costs on the higher scale. Had there been special grounds, it 
would have been, it was admitted, beyond the province of the 
Court of Appeal to interfere with the manner in which the 
judge’s discretion had been exercised. The special grounds 
would have given rise to the discretion, and the exercise of the 
discretion would have been for the judge alone. But upon the 
preliminary question whether there were special grounds, the 
Court of Appeal assumed jurisdiction, and they held that no 
such grounds existed in the case before them. It was an 
ordinary allegation of fraud involving matters neither of 
importance, difficulty, nor urgency, and calling, therefore, for no 
exceptional consideration in the matter of costs. 

The question whether an unsuccessful charge of fraud is a 
reason for allowing costs on the higher scale arose again 
recently in Assets Development Co. v. Close Brothers (48 W. R. 
699; 1900, 2 Ch. 717), before Bucxtzy, J., and, as might be 
expected, with the like result. The learned judge admitted, 
indeed, that the case differed from Paine v. Chisholm, in that a 
great deal of investigation had been required in order to meet 
the allegations made. The plaintiffs had alleged a fraudulent 
conspiracy in America, and, although no evidence was called on 
behalf of the defendants, the trial lasted nine days. Importance 
and difficulty are not sufficient, however, to bring a case within 
the rule, nor does the circumstance that fraud is alleged con- 
stitute a special ground arising out of importance and difficulty. 
It is to be noticed that in the earlier cases of Harrison vy. Leutner 
(31 W. R. 837, 24 Ch. D. 594), and Pooley’s Trustee v. Whetham 
(34 W. R. 689, 33 Ch. D. p. 120), the fact that fraud had been 
unsuccessfully charged was treated as a circumstance justifying 
the allowance of the higher scale; and in the former case 
Bacon, V.C., appears to have regarded the rule in question as 
empowering him to inflict upon the plaintiff the full penalty of 
costs in order to mark his disapproval of the proceedings. But 
it would seem that these cases are to be taken as overruled by 
the decisions of the Court of Appeal referred to above. 

Reference should also be made to the passage in the judgment 
of Kzexewicn, J., in Davies v. Davies (36 Ch. D., p. 374), where 
he dealt with the question of costs, and arrived at the result that 
costs on the higher scale should be allowed. The case involved 
a question of great importance as ta the validity of a covenant 
in restraint of trade, and it was, the learned judge observed, 
presented to the court in such a manner that he had been able 
to discuss the real questions at issue without wasting time on 
oral or documentary evidence touching matters not really in 
dispute, or for some other reason not immediately relevant. 
This, he said, was due in great measure to the way in which the 
case had been prepared for trial on both sides, and he regarded 
it as essentially a case to which ord. 65, r. 9, applied. Hence, in 
giving judgment for the plaintiff with costs, he directed the 
costs to be taxed on the higher scale. This decision was 
reversed in the Court of A and the action was dismissed 







































































































































































406 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


April 13, 1901, 








—— 


——. 
with costs, but as to the scale on which they were to be taxed | omitting to procure the directions for the court, and these conditj 
the report is silent. The Court of Appeal does not appear to | must be satisfied before section 3 can be applied. But in 


have considered the point. 


In Davies v. Davies the ability shewn by the solicitors in pre- book 
paring the case for trial was treated as a ground for giving costs 
on the higher scale, and, as we have seen, the same view was 
expressed in the cases of Re Leeuw and Marriott v. Cobbett, 
referred to above. But in the present case of Rivington v. Garden 
Bucx.ey, J., has applied with ruthless logic the principles laid ; 
down by the Court of Appeal in Williamson v. North Stafordshire| Joun INDERMAUR, Solicitor. EicHrH EDITION. 
Railway Co. (supra), and has held that mere ability and industry Haynes. 


on the part of the solicitor in the management of the case are n 


the text is accurate and as full as is consistent with the object of 4, 





PRACTICE. 


A MANUAL OF THE PRACTICE OF THE SUPREME QCouRT oF Junin. 
TURE IN THE Kina’s BENCH AND CHANCERY DIVISIONS, Jy. 
TENDED FOR THE USE OF STUDENTS AND THE PROFESSION, § 


Stevens & 


oO ‘The ‘Annual Practice,’” says Mr. Indermaur in the preface 


ground for any special order as to costs, notwithstanding that the | this edition of his useful book on Practice, ‘‘ though iavaluabley 
proceedings have been thereby acceleratedand expense saved. The | a book of reference. can hardly be advantageously read straight 
action was a partition action relating to an estate some £80,000 | through, with a view of getting an a notion of th 
in value. The point as to costs was argued upon the assumption —, = yee courts. iti P ere a ee have a hardi- 
that if the matter were referred to the master, he would certify | 7, the anaual v vncees fail ‘to wive it te"the object of cock ae 
that the title was very complicated, and that the action had been be this tp Sucuich. The roles —- ioe ming suilae past undergons 
conducted by the solicitors engaged in an exceptionally able and 


diligent manner, whereby much time and expense had been 


little change save in the matter of the summons for directions, and to 


1 this a special chapter is now devoted. Another feature of this 
saved. The question which Buoxizy, J., had to consider 


edition is that the chapter on arbitration has been placed at the enj 


was how the ability and diligence of the solicitors | of the book, and the subject is more fully treated than hitherto. The 

were a special ground arising out of the nature and arrangement of the book is good, and references are given to the 

importance or the difficulty or urgency of the case within the —s eng Copious ve pe to tle leper vleaail 

: bn he an . at the work forms a convenien mes on 

pce a + hy ne Eg bien the eoo’y aa a ae practice. It isa very successful attempt to deal clearly and con- 
‘ ? 


learned judge, ‘‘that the use of extraordinary ability and 
diligence may be a special ground, but it is a special ground 
arising, not out of the importance of the case, but from the fact 
that the solicitor was a man of ability, and that he used his best 
ability in the case. There are no words in the rule which apply 
to that.” And after reviewing the cases, he concluded by 
saying: ‘‘I am of opinion that the conduct of the solicitors in 
the matter—the way in which they have done their duty—is 
neither ‘the nature of the case,’ nor ‘the importance of the 
case,’ nor ‘the difficulty of the case,’ nor ‘the urgency of the 
case.’ It is the manner in which they have dealt with those 
things, which, to my mind, is a totally different thing.” 

The result appears to be that the draftsman of rule 9 in 
using the phrase “ special grounds arising out of the nature and 
importance,” &c., of the case has employed words to which the 
courts have found great difficulty in assigning a definite mean- 
ing, and though it is well recognized that costs on the higher 
scale will be allowed in patent actions where expert witnesses 
are properly called (Zilington v. Clark, Burnett, & Co., 5 Pat. Cas. 
319), it is not easy to mention any other class of cases in which 
reliance can be placed upon the rule to secure for solicitors the 
due reward for their skill and care in preparing a case. 
portance, difficulty, and urgency are in themselves of no avail, 


cisely with an important and complicated subject. 
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Land Charges Acts, 1888 and 1900. 
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Second Edition. 


Practical Guide to Registrs- 
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Charges Department, Land Registry, aud J. Poyntz PuRcEtt, of 
the same Department, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited), 
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The Poor Law Statutes. Comprising the Statutes in Force relating 
to the Poor, and to Guardians, Overseers, and other Poor Law 


. ad Authorities and Officers, from Elizabeth to end of Victoria. With 
there must be special grounds arising out of these elements ; 


but as to what are the special grounds which will suffice there 


is much obscurity. At any rate, according to this latest decision, 


special ability in the solicitor empleyed entitles him to no ee oe 


recognition under the rule. 








REVIEWS. 
EQUITY. 


Notes avd Oases. In Three Volumes. By JAMES BROOKE LITTIE, 
B.A., Barrister-at-Law. Vol. I. Shaw & Sons; Butterworth & Co 





CORRESPONDENCE. 
ESTATE DUTY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. | 


ir,— i 60,” j i f the 30th of 
OvutTiives of Equity. A ConoisE View of THE PRINCIPLES OF Bir,—Referring to the letter of “0.” in your issue o 


Mopern Equity. By Sypyzy E. Wiis, Barrister-at-Law. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


This is a concise and clearly-written statement of the principles of 
equity with references to the latest decisions. How active the courts 
are in correcting or developing these principles may be seen by such 
paragraphs as those headed ‘‘ Once a mortgage, always a mortgage,” 


and *‘ Clogging the equity,” where all the cases are of quite recent | death. 


date, several, such as the leading case of Biggs v. Hoddinott (1898, 


March, the question was raised by one of the deputation who 
attended before the Chancellor of the Exchequer in 1899 to object to 
the incidence of the duty being a charge on real estate held on trust 
for sale instead of shifting to the proceeds of sale, and the officials 
then present conveyed to the deputation the as that in their 
opinion the duty on the increase in value on realization would not be 
imed if the sale took place in a comparatively short time after the 


The question arises as to what is a comparatively short time. Ins 
2 Ch. 307), being within the last two or three years. The author 


hopes that as a pocket compendium the book may prove of use to the 
profession as furnishing aids to the student and reminders to the busy 

i r. It seems well calculated to have this result, and 
agilance through its pages will probably soon put the reader 
on the track of the doctrine or the decision he requires. 
It may be noticed that the statement at p. 69 that a trustee may 
obtain relief under the Judicial Trustees Act, 1896, if he acted 
both honestly and reasonably, is insufficient. He must further shew 
that he ought fairly to be excused for the breach of trust and for 





case in which we were interested the department claimed and received 
duty on the difference in value between the amount set down in the 
affidavit for probate and that actually realized by sale between two 
and three years after the death. The duty is payable on the value # 
the time of death. It is well known that in large communities 
properties fluctuate in value to a considerable extent in the space of 
three years, the state of trade and other factors influencing the 
market. Moreover values probably fluctuate more in large towml 
than in the rural districts. The fact that there is oftener in this 
country an appreciation than a depreciation in value constituts 
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another reason why the charge should, in the interests of the Govern- 
ment, shift to the proceeds of sale, seeing that it may be safely 
assumed that they represent the fullest value, a.sale being generally 
deferred until circumstances point to the time when tbe best price 
would probably be obtainable, but under any circumstances delay is 
on the side of the Government. 

Probably the best course will be for the profession as a body to 
make it a practice to apply and press for a certificate under section 11 
of the Finance Act, 1894, immediately after receipt of the grant of 
probate, unless there be an intention to realize forthwith. 

MippiETon & Sons, 


Calverley Chambers, Victoria-square, Leeds, April 3. 





OFFICIAL PLEDGES AND THE ART OF EVADING THEM. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—In 1897 Parliament passed an Act making compulsory a new 
system of conveyancing. The Act was accepted on the faith of 
official representations that the same system worked admirably in 
other countries, and that it would cheapen and simplify conveyancing. 
Bankers, building societies, and other experts were unconviuced, but 
all opposition was withdrawn on the authorities undertaking that the 
system would be tried experimentally in one county for three years 


y: 

The three years commenced to run on the 18th of July, 1898. Up 
to February last over 16,500 titles were registered in London—the 
county selected for the experiment—employment being found for 
some 150 officials. 

The experience already gained proves that the official representa- 
tions were wholly mistaken, as the new system is altogether different 
from any in operation elsewhere, and it has undoubtedly added most 
seriously to the difficulty, delay, and expense of dealing with property 
inLondon. In the case of small purchases—those under £1,000, for 
instance—the expense is increased, apparently permanently, quite 
twenty per cent, 

The experimental period of three years expires on the 18th of July 
next. On the 25th of March last the Attcrney-General, answering a 
question put by Sir Walter Foster, intimated that it was not intended 
to hold an inquiry into the working of the new system on the ground 
that ‘no case for holding an inquiry into the working of the Act 
had been established.” . 

How, it may be asked, can a case be established if no opportunity 
whatever is given for establishing one? If the authorities desire to 
get at the truth, why do they shirk an inquiry? Surely the 16,500 
titles already registered furnish sufficient data for one. The new 
red-tape system is either good or bad. If good, why should not the 
whole country share in the benefit? If bad, why should London 
alone suffer for all time ? 

It will be noticed, however, that the official answer wholly ignores 
the fect that Parliamentary sanction was only obtained on the faith 
of official pledges that the system would be tried experimentally for 
three years. Whatever sympathy may be felt with the well-under- 
stood predilection of the authorities for red-tape offices, it remains to 
be seen whether their present daring attempt to go back on their 
pledges will be acquiesced in by Parliament, 

J. 8. RuBINSTEIN, 
5, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, W.C., April 9. 





MORTGAGES OF REGISTERED LAND. 
[Po the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


_ Sir,—We have read with much interest the recent articles in your 
journal on the subject of mortgages of registered land, 

Referring to the opinions expressed by Mr. T. Cyprian Williams 
and Mr. John R,. Adams in your issue of the 23rd ult., we beg to 
draw attention to the fact that, in cases in which the “charge” 
contains special clauses, the practice of the Land istry is to sew 
up acopy of the same with the charge-certificate. e have before 
us, at the moment of writing, such a charge-certificate. The copy 
charge bears in the margin a certificate by ourselvee (as required by 
the Land Registry at the time of registering) that it is ‘‘a true copy 
of tbe original deed,” and has thereon offici typed figures shewin, 
the number of the title and the number in rotation of, avd date of, 
registration, but has no officiel seal or signature. It is, however, 
bound up with the charge-certificate, which is sealed and sigued by the 
assistant registrar, and which bears the following words in the body 
thereof: ‘Copies of the charge and of the entries in the registry 
relating to that title and of the filed plan of the land comprised in 
“<" charge, are ‘poms emecell 

‘oes not such a copy become, for practical purposes, equivalent to 
the filed original, aon may it not be said to n tepepaneted into the 
certificate sufficiently to come within the Land Transfer Act, 1875, 


s. 80, and so be primd facie evidence without proof? It seems to us 
that the statutory provisions of the Acts displace the ordicary rules 
of evidence—for instance, a serious is on the mortgagee with 
regard to giving notice to inspect and admit the security, but that, 
in lieu of such ordinary rules, a new practice is created. Moreover, 
the mortgagor’s land certificate must, of necessity, contain an entry 
which admits the charge. Is not the charge-certificate itself 
evidence of such au admission ? 

One sees, of course, that in rare cases, such as where forgery is in 
point, and the court would have to scrutinize the actual signature, the 
copy would not avail. But these cases are we rare and the risk is 
remote. On a trial in London, the cost of production of the original 
by the Registrar could not amouct to much. 

In the case to which the above-mentioned charge-certificate relates, 
a sub-demise was inserted, we thinking thereby to give the m 
a legal estate. Do Mr. Williaws’s remarks on p. 358 (2nd column) 
of your issue of the 23rd ult. as to the non-passing of the legal estate 
apply where the charge and the sub-demise are in one document and 
that document is, subsequently, registered under rule 78, as was done 


in our case ? 
While we are on the subject of registered land, may we refer to the 


letter published by you on the 10th of February, 1900, and your remarks 
on the same. It seems that, although an assignment is expressed to 
assure a mortgage term, if there was, on the creation of such term, 
a declaration of trust of the outstanding day or days, there is some 
doubt whether or not the title must be registered. The reason is, 
we suppose, that by virtue of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, s. 63, 
the equitable interest in the outstanding day or days is deemed to pass, 
and consequently the purchaser (on registration) takes a title, partly 
legal and partly equitable, to the whole term. But section 63 applies 
only so far as a eontrary intention is not expressed. Consequently, 
if the assignment contains a clause to the effect that it is intended no 
interest shall be deemed to pass in the outstanding day or days, by 
virtue of the section or otherwise, no question can arise as to regis- 
tration, and the purchaser will be saved the expense of registering. 
If you will be good enough to say what you think of this suggestion, 
we believe it will be of interest to your readers. 

22, Chancery-lane, W.C., April 4. Howe & Rake. 


[See observations under ‘“‘ Current Topics.”—Ep, S../.] 








CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 


Court of Appeal. 


DUXBURY AND OTHERS v. BARLOW AND ANOTHER. No. 1. 
2nd April. 


Practice—Costs—Action Founpep on Conrract—Sum RecovERED NOT 
Excerpinc £50—Serarate Causes or Action acarnst Two DerenDANts 
—XLV. 12. 

Appeal from an order of Grantham, J., at chambers. The plaintiffs 
were the trustees of a friendly society, of which the defendant Barlow 
was the treasurer. The defendant Barlow and the other defendant 
Richardson, as his surety, had —a pm — bg ag bond in 

tiffs the sum 0! e due ce 
favour of the plain p 1 oe gee 


by Barlow of his duties as treasurer. The , 
having accounted for £90 9s., the moneys of the society, the plaintiffs 


brought an action in the h Court both the def ts to 
sane £50 on the bond, an st the defendant Barlow to recover 


£90 9s. as money had and received to the plaintiffs’ use. At the trial the 
judge entered judgment for the plaintiffs £50 against both defendants 
on the bond, and for £90 9s. against the defendant Barlow, with costs 
against Barlow and such costs Richardson as the plaintiffs were 
entitled to. The learned judge refused to make a special order en the 
plaintiffs costs against Richardson on the High Court scale. e master 
refused to tax the costs as against Richardson on the High Court scale, 
but, on appeal, Grantham, J., directed him to do so. The defendant 


Richardson appealed. 
Tur Covet (A. L. Ssrrn, MLR., and Cottins and Romer, L.JJ.) allowed 


the appeal. 

A. L. Surru, M.R., said that the claim on the bond and the other claim 
against Barlow were distinct and separate causes of action. In his opinion 
ord. 65, r. 12, meant that where in an action founded on contract a 
plaintiff recovered a sum not exceeding £50, he should be entitled to no 
more costs as against the defendant against whom he recovered judgment 
for that sum than he would have been entitled to had he brought his 
action in a county court. Therefore, as the plaintiffs had only recovered 
ju ent for £50 against the defendant Richardson, they were not entitled 


to h Court costs. 

Corus and Romer, L.JJ., concurred.—Counsat, W. Bilis Hill; J. 
Brooke Little. SoLicrrors, Jacques § Co., for J. C. Malcolm, Leeds ; Vincent 
$ Vincent, tor Peckover § Scriven, Leeds. 

[Reported by W. F. Banay, Barrister-at-Law.) 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 


BRENTFORD URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL v. LONDON UNITED 
TRAMWAYS (LIM.). Farwell, J. 27th March. 


Locat Government—Tramways—Powers or CompaNy To Break UP 
Roaps—Nortics to Locan AvtTHorrry—Osszctions—Tramways Act, 
1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 78), ss. 26, 30, 31. 


Action. The plaintiffs sought a declaration that, on the true construc- 
tion of the London United Tramways Acts of 1898 and 1899, the defendants 
were not entitled to commence the construction of so much of tramway 
No. 7 mentioned in the former Act as lay within the jurisdiction of the 

laintiffs, unless and until they had complied with the obligations imposed 
y the former Act as modified by the latter Act with respect to widening 
the Half Acre therein mentioned, and an injunction to restrain the 
defendants from excavating the soil or in any manner interfering with the 
surface of a certain road leading from High-street, Brentford, to High-street, 
Hanwell, and known as Boston-road, and from using the said road for the 
purpose of a tramway. By the Act of 1898 the defendants were empowered 
to construct certain additional tramways, and to apply electric traction 
to their existing tramways and certam additional tramways, including 
that to be constructed in the Boston-road and described as No.7. By 
section 13 (5) it was provided that, before commencing the construction of 
so much of No. 7 as lay within the jurisdiction of the plaintiffs, the 
defendants should widen that part of Boston-rcad known as the Half 
Acre in the manner therein prescribed. A scheme for the widening of the 
Half Acre was authorized by the Act of 1899. Section 39 of the Act of 
1898 provided that ‘‘ the company may make all such alterations of the 
existing portions of the Middlesex tramways or any part or parts thereof, 
and may execute all such works on or in connection therewith, and iv, 
over, or under the streets or roads in which the same are laid as may 
be necessary or expedient for adapting the Middlesex tramways to 
be worked by mechanical power as aforesaid, and may lay down, 
constract, erect, and maintain on, in, under, or over the surface of 
any street, road, or place, and may, with the consent in writing 
of the owner and occupier of any house or building, attach to 
such house or building such posts, conductors, wires, tubes, mains, 
plates, cables, ropes, and apparatus, and may make and maintain 
such openings and ways in, on, or under any such surface as may 
be necessary or convenient either for the working of the Middlesex 
tramways or for connecting any portions of the Middlesex tramways or 
for providing accees to or forming connections with any generating station 
or other stations, engines, machinery, or apparatus, and all works to be 
executed by the company in pursuance of the powers of this section shall 
be deemed to be works of a tramway subject in all respects to the pro- 
visions of section 30 of the Tramways Act, 1870, as if they had been therein 
expressly mentioned.’’ On the 16th of November, 1900, the engineer to 
the defendant company wrote to the plaintiffs giving notice that they 
proposed to break open the roadway in Boston-road, Brentford, for the 
purpose of laying down their cableways and cables in accordance with 
section 39, and sent a plan and rection of the work proposed. On the 22nd 
of November the clerk to the plaintiffs in reply sent a copy of an unani- 
mous resolution of his council “ that the plans be not approved, the pro- 
posed breaking open of the roadway being incidental to the formation of 
the tramway No. 7, which the company are precluded from commencing 
until the widening of the Half Acre has been effected, and that if any attempt 
be made to break open the road an injunction be immediately applied for 
to stop the work.’”’ But on the 11th of March, 1901, the company broke 
open Boston-road and began to lay down ducts for their cables. Apart 
from the question of fact as to the purpose for which this work was being 
done, questions of law were now raised not only upon the construction of 
section 39 of the special Act, but also upon the serving of notices required 
under sections 26 and 31 of the general Act of 1870. The defendants con- 
tended for a wide interpretation of the special Act, and that the express 
mention in section 39 of the special Act of section 30 of the Act of 1870, 
which was a provision for the protection of gas and water companies, ex- 
cluded the application of sections 26 and 31 of the Act of 1870, but that if 
section 31 did apply, the conditions therein had been complied with. 


Farwe1t, J., said that he was satisfied by the evidence that the work 
begun by the defendants was not a mere indirect way of commencing tram- 
way No. 7, but was a bond fide way of supplying electrical power for their 
authorized tramways, by laying down high-tension mains to supply electrical 
energy to their transforming station at Hanwell. The fact, admitted by 
the defendants, that the power for working No. 7 would probably come from 
Hanwell, was immaterial to the present issue. The plaintiffs therefore failed 
on the question of fact. As to Boston-road and the interpretation of 
section 39, his lordship eaid that the first part referred only to exiting 
tramways, while second part was not to confined ; he was therefore unable 
to read in the word “‘ such”’ between the words ‘“‘any’”’ and “‘ street;’’ so 
as to make the whole section apply only to the existing horse tramways in 
Middlesex. This was really a general section for the double purpose of 
altering the old ways and adapting them to the new series as a whole. 
Then it was said that sections 26, 30, and 31 of the Act of 1870 had not 
been complied with. The works of the defendante did not fall within 
section 30, and his lordship was unable to find any relevant distinction 
between section 26 and section 30, and therefore the works did not fall 
within section 26; but section 31 was on a rather different focting and 
seemed to apply to such operations. There was considerable convenience 
in #0 holding, for it was not right that a company incorporated with rights 
to make 2 profit should take up public roads without communicating with 
the public authorities. It was argued that ‘all necessary par- 
ticulars”’ had not been given in accordance with section 31, because 











the defendants had not stated the depth to which they proposed 
to go. But according to the evidence it would be practically im 

sible to state that, and the flexibility of the cables would allow them 
to be laid at a varying depth so as to avoid injury to drains and pipes, 
Further, the plaintiffs had not signified their approval or disapproval 
within fourteen days, but had simply challenged the right of the defendants 
to break up the road on an unfounded objection as to insufficiency of 
particulars. His lordship held that the defendants had complied with 
the conditions of section 31 of the Act of 1870, and dismissed the action 
with costs.—CounseL, Butcher, K.C., and Ribton; Balfour Browne, K.0,, 
and §. 0. Buckmaster. Soricrrors, Woodbridge § Sons ; Godfrey § Sons. 


[Reported by W. H. Draper, Barrister-at-Law. 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Ex parte THE TRUSTEE. Wright, J. 
1st April. 


BANKRUPTCY—LANDLORD AND TENANT—DeEpsToR’s Perition—ForFeEITuRE— 
Rieut or Rez-zntry—Norice oF Breach— Bankruptcy Act, 1883 
(46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), 6 8, mn. 190—Conveyancine Act, 1881 (44 & 
45 Vicr. c. 41), s. 14, sus-secrions 1, 6—Conveyancine Act, 1892 
(55 & 56 Vicr. e. 13), s. 2, suB-sEcTION 2. 


Re RIGGS. 19th March and 


Motion by the trustee in the bankruptcy fora declaration that he was 
entitled to possession of certain premises of which the bankrupt was 
lessee. The bankrupt was the lessee of certain premises known as ‘‘ Riggs’ 
Retreat.’’ The lease contained a clause entitling the landlord to re-enter 
if the lessee should make any assignment of the lease without the written 
consent of the landlord. Upon the 18th of January, 1901, the bankrupt 
filed his own petition under section 8 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, and 
applied to be adjudicated bankrupt under rule 190. Upon the 22nd of 
January, the landlord re-entered without giving the notice required by 
section 14, sub-section 1, of the Conveyancing Act, 1881. The trustee 
demanded possession upon the 15th of February, but the landlord refused 
to withdraw. Uponthe hearing of the motion it was contended for the 
landlord that no notice was required prior to re-entry, on the ground that 
the filing by the bankrupt of his own petition, and his applying for his 
own adjudication, was equivalent to an assignment of the lease, and by 
sub-section 6 of section 14 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, no notice is 
required in the event of a lessee committing a breach of a covenant or 
condition not to assign the premises leased. Judgment was reserved. 

April 1.—Wraaicur, J., held that the filing by the bankrupt of his own 
petition and his application for adjudication did not amount to an assign- 
ment of the lease ; that the landlord was not entitled to re-enter without 
notice, and that the trustee was entitled to possession of the premises 
demised by the lease. Application allowed.—CovnsgL, Muir Mackenzie; 
Rowden, K.C., and B. F. Ball. Sourcrrors, Bramall, White, § Co. ; Lucas § 
Mitchell. 

[Reported by P. M. Fraycxe, Barrister-at-Law.]) 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


SOLICITORS ORDERED TO BE STRUCK OFF THE ROLLS, 


April 3.—Cnaries Mr11s. 

April 3.— Rosert Georcre Porrzovs. 
April 3.—CuristopHer CLEOoBURY. 
April 3.—Cxarizs Brown Smiru. 


SOLICITOR ORDERED TO BE SUSPENDED, 


April 3.—Axrruvur Srorrorp Francis (Berkeley-street, Piccadilly, London), 
suspended for six months. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
COUNTY COURT, ENGLAND.—FEES. 


In pursuance of the powers given by the County Couris Act, 1888 (51 &52 
Vict. c. 43), and of all other powers enabling us in this behalf, We, the 
undersigned, two of the commissioners of Her Majesty’s Treasury, whose 
names are hereunto subscribed, do hereby, with the consent of tue Lord 
Cbancellor, order that, on and after the lst day of april, 1901, the several 
fees or sums in the name of fees specified ia the schedules here under 
written shall be taken on the proceedings therein mentioned, in lieu of 
all other fees for the proceedings set forth ; and that the fees so authorised 
to be taken, with the exception of the fees mentioned in Schedule (B), 
shall be received by the registrars of the different County Courts, and sball 
(except where otherwire directed) be accounted for and paid over by them 
to the superintendent of the County Courts, and that the fees set forth in 
Schedule (B») shall be received by the registrars for the use of themselves 
and of the h ph bailiffs, according as the duties are to be performed by the 
registrars or high bailiffs. 

Auwyn E. Fri.owses. 
H. T. AnsTruTHer. 
I approve of the annexed «chedoles of fees. 


Hatssury, O, 
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the following schedules *‘ the Act’? means the County Courts Act, 1888. An 
Order or rule referred to in the following schedules means the Order or rule so 


numbered in the County Court Rules, 1889, or in any later rules amending such 


rules. | 


1. 
2. 


ad 


—_ 


or 


> 


1 


a 


10. 


ll. 


12. 


13, 


SCHEDULE (A.). 


For every plaint or petition, one shilling in the pound. 

Where the claim or demand exceeds forty shillings, and an ordinary 
summons is to be served by a bailiff, an additional fee of one 
shilling. This fee is not to be taken where a default summons is 
issued, or in any case in which a fee for service is prescribed by 
Schedule (B.). 

Where in any case the number of defendants exceeds three, and an 
ordinary summons is to be served by a bailiff, an additional fee of 
one shilling for each defendant above three. This fee is not to be 
taken where a default summons is issued, or in any case in which a 
fee for service is prescribed by Schedule (B.). 


. Where a defendant claims a set-off or sets up a counter-claim, he 


shall, on giving notice of such set-off or counter-claim, or at any 
later stage at which he claims such set-off orsets up such counter- 
claim, pay a plaint fee on the amount thereof, less the fee paid 
by the plaintiff on entertaining the plaint. 


. For entering judgment by consent under section 98 or section 99 of the 


Act, or for entering judgment under a default summons where no 
notice of defence has been given, or under Order XXILI., rule 6, 
where the plaintiff appears and the defendant does not appear, one 
shilling in the pound on the amount claimed in the summons, or if 
judgment is entered for a less amount than that claimed, one 
shilling in the pound on such smaller amount. 


For entering final or interlocutory judgment in an Admiralty action, 
on default of appearance, one shilling in the pound. 


. For every hearing, two shillings in the pound. To be charged once 


only inan action or matter, unless a new trial is ordered. 


No hearing fee shall be taken where the trial of any action or matter is 
postponed or adjourned once before the action or mstter is called on 
for hearing, or after it has been called on but before it is opened ; but 
if a second postponement or adjournment is granted, or an adjourn- 
ment is granted after the action or matter has been called on for 
hearing and opened, the hearing fee must be paid. 


Where an order of reference is made under section 104 of the Act, or 
under Order XX., the same fee shall be paid as would have been 
payable on entermg judgment under a default summons under 
paragraph 5, unless a reference is ordered to the registrar or some 
other officer of the court, in which case the same hearing fee shall 
be paid as if the action had béen tried. In such last mentioned 
case, or where a matter of account is referred to the registrar under 
section 92 of the Act, one-half of the hearing fee may, where the 
claim or demand exceeds forty shillings, be retained by the registrar 
for the use of himself or of the officer to whom the reference is 
ordered, unless the order of reference is made at a sitting of the 
court, and the reference is concluded on the day on which the order 
is made, 

Where before an action or matter is called on for trial, or in opening 
his case when called on, the plaintiff abandons any part of his 
claim, the hearing fee shall be charged only on the reduced amount 
which the plaintiff seeks to recover after such abandonment, in- 
cluding in such reduced amount the amount (if any) paid into court 
or otherwise admitted by the defendant. 


Tn all cases where the defendant either personally or by his solicitor or 
any other person allowed to appear for the defendant admits the claim 
(whatever its nature may be), or where the judge or ~— accepts 
a letter addressed to the court as an admission of the claim, one-half 
of the fee paid by the plaintiff for the hearing of the plaint 
under paragraph 7 or paragraph 10 (as the case may be) shall be 
returned to the plaintiff by the registrar of the court, although the 
court may have been required to decide upon the terms and 
conditions wpon which the claim is to be paid. 


Where in an action for a debt or liquidated money demand the | 


defendant does not appear, one-half ot the fee paid by the plaintiff 
for the hearing of the plaint under paragraph 7 or paragraph 10 (as 
the case may be) shall be returned to the plaintiff by the registrar 
of the court, less, where the claim or demand does not exceed forty 
shillings, the sum of one shilling, and where the claim or demand 
exceeds forty shillings, the sum of two shillings. This paragraph 
shall not apply to cases coming within either paragraph 5 or 
paragraph 11. 

Where an action or matter in which a set-off is claimed or a counter- 
claim is set up is brought to a hearing, the plaintiff shall pay the 
same hearing fee on the claim as would have been payable if there 
hed been no set-off or counter-claim, and the defendant shall pay 
the same hearing fee on the set-off or the counter-claim as would 
have been payable if such set-off or counter-claim had been the 
subject of a separate action, less the fee paid by the plaintiff for the 
hearing of the plaint. The provisions of paragraphs 10 and 11 as to 
abandonment and admission shall apply to the fees payable by the 
plaintiff and defendant respectively ; and the fee to be paid by tho 
defendant shall be calculated on the amount claimed by him at the 
hearing, after deducting the fee or half-fee (as the case may be) 

payable by the plaintiff on the amount claimed by him at the 

hearing. 


16. An additional yes fee shall be taken for ev 


20. Fees shall be 





14. Where a plaintiff does not appear, or discontinues his action, or with- 


draws his claim, or a sum paid into court is accepted in full 
satisfaction of the claim, and a defendant claiming a set-off or 
setting up a counter-claim desires to proceed and obtain judgment 
on such set-off or counter-claim, he shall pay a hearing fee on the 
amount which he seeks to recover en such set-off or counter-claim, 
subject to the provisions of paragraph 10 as to abandonment, and of 
paragraph 11 as to the return of one-half of such fee if the plaintiff 
admits the set-off or counter-claim, and subject also to the pro- 
visions of paragraph 12 if the plaintiff does not appear. 


15. No fee shall be payable on an application for a new trial or to set aside 


proceedings, or for the hearing of such application, or on an inter- 
pleader summons, or on an application under Order IX., rule 12a, 
paragraph 3, or rule 14, for fees and costs, or on an application for 
an order as to costs under Order XXXIXzs., rules 50a to 50c. 

new trial: provided, 
that where a fee of two shillingsin the pound has been taken on the 
original hearing, the provisions of paragraphs 5, 10, 11, and 12 shal | 
apply to the additional hearing fee to be taken on a new trial: pro- 
vided also, that where the defendant does not appear at the original 
hearing and a new trial is ordered on his application at the same 
court, the additional hearing fee shall be such sum as will, with the 
fee taken on the original hearing, make up a total of two shillings 
in the pound on the amount which the plaintiff seeks to recover on 
the new trial after any abandonment made pursuant to paragraph 10 
before or at the new trial ; and where the defendant does not appear 
at the original hearing, and a new trial is ordered on his application 
at & subsequent court, the additional hearing fee shall be such sum 
as will, with the fee taken on the original hearing, make up a total 
of three shillings in the pound on the amount which the plaintiff 
seeks to recover after any euch abandonment as aforesaid, or, if the 
defendant on the new trial admits the claim or does not appear, a 
a total of two shillings in the pound on such amount. The additional 
hearing fee on a new trial shall be payable in the first instance by 
the party by whom the same shall be directed to be paid by the 
order directing a new trial to be had, and in default of such direction 
shall be payable in the first instance by the party on whose applica- 
tion the new trial is ordered, subject to the power of the judge in 
any case to direct by whom such fee shall be ultimately borne. 


17. The hearing fee on interpleader shall be prepaid by the claimant, and 


shall be estimated on the amount of the money in court or in the 
hands of the sheriff, or the amount of the money claimed, or the 
assessed value of the goods claimed, or, if such value has not been 
assessed, the value put upon them by the claimant, plus in either 
case the amount of the damages (if any) claimed, but subject to the 
provisions of this Order as to estimating poundage where the amount 
or value of the subject-matter exceeds twenty pounds; and the 
judge at the hearing shall direct by whom such fee shall be 
ultimately borne. 


18. Where an interpleader summons is issued under Order XXVII.» 


rule 13a, and is heard with the action, no hearing fee shall be paid 
on the interpleader ; but sf the plaintiff in the action appears upon 
the return day and withdraws or abandons his claim without a 
hearing of the action, and the claimant requests the judge to make 
an order in his favour against the defendant, a hearing fee on the 
interpleader shall be paid by the claimant. 


19. Where a notice of claim to ccntribution or indemnity is filed under 


Order XL., a fee shall be paid on entering judgment on such claim, 
or on the hearing of such claim, in like manner as on entering 
judgment on a default summons under paragraph 5, or the hearing 
of an action, as the case may be. 

on a summons under ¢ection 49 or section 50 
of the Act, and Order Ls., rule 4, as on an ordinary summons; but 
no fee shall be payable on a summons under section 48 of the Act. 


21. For issuing every warrant upon a judgment or order of a county court 


[other than a warrant according to any of the forms numbered 142, 
177n, 246, 297, 297c, and 321], eighteen pence in the pound on the 
amount for which such warrant issues, if such amount does not 
exceed ten pounds, and one shilling in the pound on any excess 
above ten pounds, but subject to the provisions of this Order as to 
estimating poundage where the amount or value of the subject- 
matter exceeds twenty pounds; lees, in any case in which fees for 
the issue and execution of such warrant are prescribed by Schedule 
(B.), the amount of such fees. 


22. For every judgment summons under the Debtors Act, 1869, upon a 


judgment or order of a county court, three pence in the pound on 
so much of the amount of the original demand and costs as, in 
obedience to the judgment or order of the court, should have been 
paid at the time of the issue of the summons, with an additional fee 
of sixpeuce, but so that the total fee sball not exceed five sbillings ; 
less, in any case in which fees for the issue and service of a summons 
for commitment are prescribed by Schedule (B.), the amount of such 
fees. 


23. For the hearing of any such judgment summons, sixpence in the 


pound on the amount upon which the fee on the summons was 
calculated. 


24. For the hearing of any judgment summons issued upon a judgment 


or order of a court other than a county court, sixpence in the 


on the amount upon which the fee on the summons have 
been calculated had the summons been issued upon a judgment or 
order of a county court, 
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The provisions of paragraph 8 shall apply to the hearing of a 
judgment summons in like manner as to the trial of an action. 

For issuing every order of commitment upon a judgment or order of 
a county court, eighteen pence in the pound on the amount for 
which the order of commitment issues, if such amount does not 
exceed ten pounds, and one shilling in the pound on any excess 
above ten pounds, but subject to the provisions of this Order as to 
estimating poundage where the amount or value of the subject- 
matter exceeds twenty pounds; less, in any case in which fees for 
the issue and execution of orders of commitment are prescribed by 
Schedule (B.), the amount of such fees. 


All poundage, except where otherwise herein specified, shall be 
estimated upon the amount or value of the subject-matter of the 
proceeding upon which it is payable. 

All fractions of a pound, for the purpose of calculating poundage, 
shall be treated as an entire pound. 


Where the amount or value of the subject-matter of any proceeding, 
or the amount on which poundage is by any paragraph of this 
Order directed to be estimated, exceeds twenty pounds, poundage 
shall be estimated on twenty pounds only. 


. In plaints under section 59 or section 60 of the Act, poundage shall be 


estimated as upon a claim for a sum of twenty pounds. 


In garnishee actions the poundage shall, subject to paragraph 29, be 
estimated on the amount of the debt sought to be attached, or of 
the judgment, whichever is the less. 

Tn replevins all poundage shall, subject as aforesaid, be estimated on 
the amount of the alleged rent or damage, to be fixed by the 
registrar. 

In plaints for the recovery of tenements when the term has expired or 
been determined by notice, all poundage shall, subject as aforesaid, 
be estimated on the amount of the weekly, monthly, quarterly, 
half-yearly, or yearly rent of the tenement, as such tenement shall 
have been jet by the week or by the month, or for any longer 
period ; and if no rent shall have been reserved, then on the amount 
of the half-yearly value of the tenement, to be fixed by the registrar. 


Where a claim for rent or mesne profits, or both, is added to a plaint 
for the recovery of a tenement, an additional poundage shall be 
taken on the amount or amounts so cliimed; but where thereby the 
total amounts on which poundage would be taken shall exceed 
=" pounds, the poundage shall be estimated on twenty pounds 
only, 


- In plaints for the recovery of tenements for non-payment of rent, all 


poundage shall, subject as aforesaid, be estimated on the amount 
of the half-yearly rent of the tenement. 

In actions in which a perpetual injunction is claimed, the poundage 
shall be estimated as upon a claim for a sum of twenty pounds. 

In proceedings under the Succession Duty Act, 1853, or the Finance 
Act, 1894, the poundage shall, subject as aforesaid, be estimated 
upon the amount in dispute. 

In proceedings under the Oharitable Trusts Acts, 1853 to 1887, fees 
shall be payable in accordance with rules 13 to 16 and 19 of Order 
XLVITI. 

In proceedings under the Charitable Trusts (Recovery) Act, 1891, the 
poundage shall be calculated on the annual income of the property 
in dispute, or if such income is not ascertained, then as upon a 
claim for a sum of twenty pounds. 


. In proceedings under the Court of Probate Act, 1857, or the Court of 


Probate Act, 1858, the poundage shall be estimated as upon a claim 
for a sum of twenty pounds. 

For the hearing of a special case stated under the Agricultural Hold- 
ings (England) Act, 1900, and Order XLa., rule 3, twenty shillings; 
to be paid by the party filing the case, or on whose application the 
case is stated. 

In proceedings under the Agricultural Holdings (England) Act, 1900, 
and Order XLa., rule 4, for the removal of an arbitrator, or to set 
aside an award, the same fees shall be paid as would be payable in 
an action for a sum of twenty pounds. 

Tn proceedings under the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, the Literary 
and Scientific Institutions Act, 1854, or the London Buildings Act, 
1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. ccxiii.), the poundage shall, subject as afore- 
said, be estimated upon the amount in dispute, and if no amount is 
in dispute, or if the amount in dispute is not ascertained, then as 
upon a claim for a sum of twenty pounds. This paragraph shall 
not apply to proceedings before a court of survey under the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894, but the fees on such proceedings shall be regu- 
lated by general rules made under the said Act. 


In proceedings under the Friendly Societies Act, 1875, the Friendly 
Societies Act, 1896, the Building Societies Acts, or the Industrial 
and Provident Societies Act, 1893 (other than proceedings for 
winding-up a building or industrial and provident society), 
the poundage shall, as aforesaid, be estimated upon the amount 
in dispute, and if no amount is in dispute, or if the amount 
in dispute is not ascertained, then as upon a claim for a sum of 
twenty pounds. 


- In proceedings under any Act not mentioned in this schedule giving 


the court jurisdiction in any matter, such Act not being a County 
Courts Act, the poundage shall, subject as aforesaid, be estimated 
upon the amount in dispute, and if no amount is in dispute, or if 





46. 


48, 


$$$ 
——__ 


the amount in dispute is not ascertained, then as upon a claim for, 
sum of twenty pounds. 

In proceedings under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, ang 
the Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 1898 to 1900, for the enforce. 
ment of an award, memorandum, or certificate, or an order for 
payment of costs, the same fees shall be taken as on the like pro. 
ceedings for the enforcement of a judgment for the like amoumt 
given in an action, less, in any case in which fees for the issue 
service, or execution of any process are prescribed by Schedule (B,), 
the amount of such fees; and in proceedings under the said Ac 
and Rules for the enforcement of a charge on any sum to which an 
employer is entitled from insurers, the same fees shall be taken as 
in a garnishee action. 


47, In every case where the poundage cannot be estimated by any rule 


in this schedule, it shall be estimated on twenty pounds. 

No increase of fees shall be made by reason of there being more 
than one plaintiff or defendant, except as before directed, where 
the number of defendants exceed three. 





22¢ 
49, On every application under the Ballot Act, 1872 .. ... «. 1 0 0 
50. For taking the acknowledgment of a married woman, where 
DYE SES oe eg i ne 
And for every additional woman 010 0 
51. For a warrant to replevy =... ..0 oe ee tee vee cee oe OO 2 6 
52 For a replevin bond or deposit, where the alleged rent or 
damage does not exceed £20 ... 0... 0 cs. cee cee cee ove 010 6 
53. For a replevin bond or deposit, where the alleged rent or 
ee cee ee ig 
GE. FOr MOON CO GISUIRIMOR... 4:5 ces sce see tes we tse eee OO OD 
55. For every summons to a witness or subpmna to be 
served by a bailiff in a home district, if served within two 
SS ee eae eee ee 
For every mile beyond two... ... 0... 0 «1. we vee oe O 0 6 
But the total fee to be taken is in no case to exceed 3s. 
56 For every summons to a witness or subpcena to be served by 
a bailiff in a foreign district ... ... 0. ss. oo oe oe O 3 0 
57. For every summons to a witness or subpcna to be served 
otherwiee than by a bailiff ke abe 400. cee os ase 
58. The fee for a summons or subpeena to be served by a bailiff 
is not to be taken in cases in which a fee for the service of 
such summons or subpeena is prescribed by Schedule (B.), 
and the fee for a summons to be served otherwise than by 
a bailiff is not to be taken in cases in which a fee for the 
issue of such summons or subpoena is prescribed by 
Schedule (B.). 
59. For every sitting to take evidence under the Companies Act, 
DUR. 5s weal cen? Sas oud ay we coe ee. 
60. In proceedings under the Companies Act, 1867, section 11, the Com- 
panies (Memorandum of Association) Act, 1890, or the Companies 
Act, 1898, the eame fees shall be taken, and such fees shall be 
applied in the same manner, as in proceedings under the Companies 
(Winding-up) Act, 1890. 
SCHEDULE (B.). 
PART I. 
GENERAL. 
Registrar’s Fees. 
£84 
1. For examining, allowing, and filing every affidavit of debt or 
for leave to proceed as if personal service had been effected 
under section 86 of the Act, or under the Summary 
Procedure on Bills of Exchange Act, 1855, and Order VII., 
Rule 36, or an affidavit for leave to defend under the said 
section or the said Act, and for the order thereon, wher 
the claim does not exceed 408... 1s. are vee vee eee O 1 0 
2. For the like, where the claim exceeds 40s.... ... ... 0 so 0 2 0 
3. For entering writ under section 65 or section 66 of the Act, 
and sending notice to parties of day oftrial,&e. .. .. 1 1 0 
4. Taxing costs in actions under section 65 or section 66 of the 
Act pith eee _ Oo ta 


5. On entry of plaint under section 59 or section 60 of the Act... 1 1 0 


6. On every order for a new trial in an action tried under seclion 


Where the plaint has not been entered upder section 60, 
and the judge certifies that the court has exercised 
jurisdiction under that section, the above fee of £1 1s. 
shall be paid. 


59 or section 60 of the Act Be ya cae, inky. lyk I 
7. Taxing costs under either of the said last-mentioned sections 
ee . 010 6 


8. For sealing every warrant, order of commitment, precept, or 





writ issued from or on a judgment or order of a court 
other than a County Court, or an award, memorandum, or 
certificate under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, 
or the Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 1898 to 1900 (not 
being a sealing under section 158 of the Act), 6d. in the 


i te eh 








IQO!, 
——=—=—= 


claim forg 


1897, ang 
le enforce. 
Order for 
» like pro. 


ed, where 


oo 
— 
> 


2 0 0 
e Com- 
npanies 
hall be 
npanies 





April 13, 1901. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





[Vol. 45.] 








pound on the amount for which it issues, if such amount 
does not exceed ten pounds, and 4d. inthe pound or any 
excess above ten pounds (so that the total fee does not exceed 
8s. 4d.). 


9. For roy a judgment summons on a judgment or order of a 
court other than a County Court, or on an award, memo- 
randum, or certificate under the Workmen’s Compensation 
= 1897, or the Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 1898 to 


Where the amount 4 which such summons issues— 


does not exceed 4 pe tie cir hie es an 
exceeds 40s. but wl not exceed £5 in- ka te 
exceeds £5 but does not exceed £10... we ae 
exceeds £10... ... 


10. For drawing, cenling, and feouing ovary ‘eclee ‘ander the 


coco 
nN e 


following rules or 7. of them, — copy for service— 


Order IITI., Rule coe 

Order VIIA, Rules 1 () and 2 (8)... oo 

Order IX., Rule ae nen 

Order X{I., Rules 1, 2, 3, "ba to ‘8, and 10 ... 

Order mi Rule 10a it application made before the 
tri o 

Order XITII., Rule 1. in We, th Teh ek Oe 

Order XIV., Rule ah ek tan eae 

Order XV., Rules 1 and 3 . 

Order XVL., Rules 1 to 3, 10, 12, 16, and 17. 

Order XVIIL., Rules 14, 5, 16, and 22... 

Order XXL., Rule 10 (other than an order made by 
the judge on the return day) .. eee 

Order XXV., Rules 8a, 84, 12a, and 42) 

Order XXVIL, Rule 12a.. 

Order XXXIIL, Rule 10 ( (a) (i) and 10aa 

Order XXX V Ilka, Rule9 . 

Order LI., Rules liand12 ... 

Provided that if the Schedule (A.) fee paid on the i issuing 


of the plaint did not amount to 4s., the fee for | 
such order shall not exceed the amount of such | 
plaint fee. / 


1]. For drawing, sealing, and issuing every notice or order under 
Order XVII., Rules 2, 3, and 4, or Order XXV., Rules 9a 
and 10a, and ‘altering ‘the minute book... 

Provided that if the Schedule (A.) fee paid on) the 
issuing of the plaint did not amount to 4s., the 
fee for such notice or order shall not exceed 
the amount of such plaint fee. 

If such notice or order affects more actions or matters 
than one, or more persons than one, then for each 
person more than one on whom such notice or 
order is canegy to be served, an additional 
fee of - 

12. For drawing, sealing, and issuing every ‘order’ on an inter- 
locutory application made under Order XII., Rule 1la, 
pursuant to any statute other than the Act or any Act 
mentioned in this Schedule, where no other fee is asi 
scribed for such order, including copy for service ‘ 

13. For drawing, sealing, and issuing every special judgment or 
order, w ere the court exercises jurisdiction under the 
Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1873, engaged copy 
for service ... 

14, For every sitting befone the rogistrax ‘wer— 

Order XII, Rule4 .. ‘ 
Order XVIIL., «oe 14, 15, and 21. 
Order XXV., Rule 52 

15, Where the sitting is longer then one > hour, for every 
additional hour or part of an hour... ... 

16. Where the registrar is required to attend eleewhere than at 
the court ar office (in addition to the above) ... “ 

17. Mileage one way, each mile .. eee 

18. For every notice, a or summons under— 

Order X., Rule 4 <7 ioe ek See 
Order XVI, Rule 21... .. 

Order XXL. (other than a notice under Rule 8). 
Order XXII., Rule 14 eee “ee 

Order XXV. Rules 405, 41a ... 

19. For issuing every warrant of attachment... ... 

20. For every application under Order XXV., Rule 43 ¢ or r Rule 44 

21. For every order for substituted euiee under Order LI., 
Rule 6 or Rule 23— 

Where the claim does not exceed 40s. she 

Where the claim exceeds 403. ... ... — 

22. For auditing receiver’s accounte in any action o or mottor— 

Where the sum in the account does not exceed £100 ... 

For every additional £50 or fraction thereof . 

23. For drawing, sealing, and filing every order under the Ballot 

Act, 1872, including copy for service ... 
If more than one copy of such order to be ‘served, for 
each additional copy, per folio sank 

On proceedings under the Agricultural Hol land 

Acts, 1883 to 1900, or the Allotments and ange (tngland) 
Compensation for ‘Crops Act, 1887, and Order XLa.— 


24, 
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On every application for the appointment or change of a 
guardian under Order XLa., Rule 1, includin 
drawing, sealing, and —— the order on suc 


application ... .. 
g every applicati ion or special « case under Order 


For 
Xta., Rule 2 (1, 2), Rule 3 (2), or Rule 7 (1) .. 
For every order for short service under Order XLa., 


Rule 2 (3) or Rule 7 (4), including copy for service ... 

If more than one copy of such order to be served, for 
each additional copy, perfolio ..... 

For every notice under Urder XLa,, Rule 3 (3), ‘to be 
paid by the party filing the case, or on whose applica- 
tion the case is stated 

For every notice under Order XLa., ; Rule 4 (2), ‘to be 
paid by the applicant 

For filing every affidavit under Order XLa., ‘Rule 2 (4), 
Rule 4 (12), or Rule 7 (4)... ... 

Where hearing takes place at ‘another court under Order 
XLa., Rule 4 (16), é the registrar of such other court, 
for his duties under that rule... ... 

For settling, sealing, and filing every order under the 
following rules, or any of them, including copy for 
service :— 

Order XLa , Rule 2 (6) .. 

Order XLa., Rule 3 (5), to be paid by the ‘party 
filing the case, or on ios “PP! ication the case is 
stated ... ais tes 

Order XLa., Rule 4 (15) 

Order XLa., Rule 7 (5)... .. 

If more than one copy of such order to be ‘served, for 
each additional copy, per folio... 

For every notice under Urder XLa., Rule 5 (2), to be 
paid by the applicant 

For every taxation of costs of an arbitration and award, 
including certificates of result of taxation, where the 
amount of the account to be taxed does not exceed £50 

And for every additional £50 or fractional part of £50 

For every taxation of costs on an application for the 
removal of an arbitrator, or to set aside an award 

25. On proceedings under the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, 
and Order XLIV.— 

For forwarding copy of ae for assessors, Order 
XLVL., Rule7 ... 

For every summons to an assessor ‘(other than an assessor 
appointed by the judge under Order XLIV., Rule 11), 

The paid by the party nominating such assessor 

For every taxation of costs— 

Where the sum recovered (or, in case of a defendant, 

the sum claimed) does not exceed £100 a. a 

Where such sum exceeds £100... ~ 
26. On proceedings under the Workmen’s Cengeenstion “Act, 
1897, and the Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 1898 to 
1900 — 

For every order under the following rules or any of 
them— 

Rule 46 (4), on an application to the judge at a date 
subsequent to the arbitration... ... 

Rule 47 (e) eng! than an order for execution to 
issue}. 

Rule 50, on an application ‘after award. made, or 
memorandum or certificate recorded 

For preparing sipped certificate under section 1, “sub- 
section 4... 

For examining every affidavit in support ‘of an applica- 

tion for issue of execution... 

For every investment made by a registrar (to be 

deducted from the sum ordered to be invested)... ... 
For every taxation of costs of an award ... ... ...  ... 
For every other taxation of costs... 
For np office copy or certified copy of documents filed 
or records made in reference to any matter, per folio 
For every sitting under Rule 58, the same fee as for a 
sitting under Order XXV., Rule 52. 


27. Where the Court exercises its powers under the Money 
Lenders Act, 1900, section 1: 
For every sitting before the registrar to take accounts, 
for every hour or part of an-nour ... .. 
For settling, sealing, and issuing every order ‘containing 
special directions bg the ) judge, enenigaed copy for 
service .. .. eee 


28. For copies of every p geanating or -disinaian siete Order Il., 
Rule 7 (not bemg a certitied ad of a ape or order 
according to Form 49), perfolio ... 
29. Taxing costs in any action or matter ant hesstaiballone & men- 
tioned : 

Where the amount recovered (or, in the case of a 
defendant, the amount claimed) exceeds £50, but 
does not exceed £100... a ees es 

Where such amount exceeds £100 0... ou. oon 


30. — costs between solicitor and client, under section us 





of the Act— 
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31. 
32. 


33. 


34. 


38. 


40. 


Al, 


42. 


43. 


Where the amount of the account to be taxed does not 
IE ck. case. oth~ bh OMe, see. ages ‘ate. oes 
And for every additional £25, or fractional part of 
£25, an additional fee of ... Se a Oe ee 
For every bond with sureties ... ... 


For making a return to a writ of certiorari, for costs out of 
Re et ae er on 
For issuing duplicate plaint note, warrant, order, or any 
document issued by the Uourt, under Order VII., Rule 1, 
SIE iss SUN OE. ica” yes ee bak ths ea eed oe 
Where any such plaint note refers to more than 10 
actions, for every 10 actions or fractional number 
RIE. cece, 55% Chas odes 40 kde See "bho dee” ae 


High Bailif'’s Fees. 


For every default summons to be served by a bailiff ion 
And where there are more defendants than one, for each 
defendant to be served by a bailiff ... ... .. .. 


. For keeping possession of goods ti!l sale on any process 


of execution, per day (including expenses of removal, 
storage of goods, and all other expenses), not exceeding 
seven days, sixpence in the pound on the value of the 
goods seized, tv be fixed by appraisement in case of 
dispute, so that the total fee does not excced 10s per day ; 
and, in addition, for feeding animals, the actual cost 
thereof. 


. Where possession is kept after the seventh day, at the 


written request of both parties, the fees and cost allowed 
under the preceding paragraph may be allowed for a 
reasonable turther time in respect of such poesession 
against the debtor or his estate. 


. For keeping possession of goods in an interpleader proceeding 


after the seventh day, and for taking charge of and 
feeding animals, in addition to the possession fees and 
cost as aboveon execution of warrant, costs out of pocket 
to be allowed by the judge. 

For keeping possession of goods in an interpleader proceeding 
transterred from the High Court under Order XXXIIL., 
Rules 10aa and 114, such reasonable charges, not 
exceeding those which might be made by the sheriff, 
as the judge may order; and for appraisement (if 
required) and sale, the same charges as are allowed ona 
sale under an execution issued by a County Court. 


. For advertising and giving publicity to any sale by auction, 


pursuant to section 145 ,of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. in 
addition to the fees allowed to the broker by section 154 
of the Act, the sum actually and necessarily paid. 

When no sale takes place by reason of an execution being 
withdrawn, saticfied, or stopped, there may be allowed all 
charges actually and necessarily incurred for inventory, 
appraisement, cataloguing, lotting, and preparing for sale, 
not exceeding 1s. in the pound on the value of the goods 
seized, if such value does not exceed ten pounds, and 8d. 
in the pound on any excess above ten pounds, the value to 
be fixed by appraisement in case of dispute, and, in 
addition, any sum actually and necessarily paid for adver- 
tising under the last preceding paragraph. 

For service of every judgment summons issued on a judg- 
ment or order of a court other than a County Court, or on 
an award, memorandum, or certificate under the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act, 1897, or the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Rules, 1898 to 1900, a fee equal to that charged 
under Schedule (A.) on the issue of a judgment summons 
for the like amount on a judgment or order of a County 
Court, s0 that the total fee does not exceed 5s. 

For executing every warrant, order of commitment, precept, 
or writ issued from or ona judgment or order of a court 
other than a County Court, or oxi an award, memorandum, 
or certificate under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1897, or the Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 1898 to 1900, 
1s. in the pound on the amount for which it issues, if such 
amount does not exceed ten pounds, and 8d. in the pound on 
any excess above ten pounds, so that the total fee does not exceed 
16s 8d.; and for keeping possession, appraisement, 
advertising, and rale, or tor inventory, appraisement, 
cataloguing, lotting, and preparing for sale, and 
advertising where no eale takes place by reason of an 
execution being withdrawn, eatisfied, or stopped, the same 
allowances as under a warrant of execution on a judgment 
or order of a County Court. 


For executing any order for the detention, preservation, 
or interim custcdy, or for taking po-session of any 
property or thing under Order II, Rules 35 to 37, or 
Urder XII., Rules 1 to 3, or Order XXVII., Rule 12a, the 
same fees as for keeping possession of goods on a process 
of execution, not exceeding seven days, and after the 
seventh day costs out of pocket to be allowed by the 
judge; and for apprairement (if required), advertising, 
and sale, the same allowances as on a warrant of execution 
on a judgment of the court. 
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44, For delivering the goods on completion of a replevin bond... 1 1 0 
Together with 6d. a mile from the court houee to the place 
where the goods are. 

45. For service (including proof of service) of any notice under 
Order XXV., Rule 404 or 41a, or any order authorising 


the issue of a warrant of attachment ... .. 03's 
46. For executing any warrant of attachment ... ... «. ws 010 0 
47. For affidavit of service of an order for the recovery or for the 

delivery of the possession of land and of disobedience 

thereto, Order XXV., Rule 49 bck "eas ‘aa aes ae ee 


PART II. 








Where the Subject- 
matter of the Action or 
Fees in Equitable Actions or Matters only, unless otherwise | tter 


mestiene. | Does not Exceeds 
exceed £100. £100, 
Registrar’s Fees. £ed.| £84, 


— 


. For duties to be performed under Order 
XXXVIIL., Rules 8 to 21 inclusive, to be y 
charged once only in the matter ... ... ..| 010 0 O18 0 

. On transfer of proceedings from the Chancery | 
Division of the High Court of Justice, or of 
interpleader proceedings under the Supreme 
Court of Judicature Act, 1884; for perusing | 
and filing papers, application to judge, draw- 
ing directions to proceed, and notice to | 

. For attesting admission of defendant and filing, | 
ae OY ee ee ee 

. For filing statement of defendant, or notice by 

plaintiff of discontinuance of action, Order 
1X., Rulesland4 ... .. ae” ane. Sene 

For settling draft order on au ex parte or inter- 

locntory application, and the order as made, 
Order XII., Rules 5a, 6, 7, 8. and 10 me 

. For drawing and filing order of transfer, under 
Order XXXIII., Rule 5, and transmitting 
order and papers .. 2. 1. see eee nee see 

. For drawing, filing, and sealing every special 

order or judgment (other than orders obtsined 
ex parte or on interlocutory applications 
under Order XII.), and every final order, 
including copy for service... ... ss. sss _ s 
If more than one copy of such order or judg- 
ment to be issued, for each additional copy, 
SN ach cice ek tie. Gere om, oe ee 4} 6 Oe 
9. For every order for further directions under 


no 


~~ Cw 


oN 


oT 


ge 


| 
| 
Order XXIV., Rule19 ... ... ... .. | 0 7 0/ 012 0 
10. For filing or recording every order by judge for 
adjournment ee ae, Sees tae iat Oo 2 OD Se ee 
11. For drawing advertisements and inserting |} 050, 0790 
| 


12. For every sitting on which the registrar is 
employed in settling conditions and contracts | 
or fixing reserved biddings, or in taking | 


(Zo be continued.) 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
GENERAL COUNCIL OF THE BAR. 


The annual statement contains the following as to special fees in the 
Chancery Division and other matters: The Council have had under their 
consideration the following communication, which was forwarded to them 
by the Incorporated Law Society : Dear Sir,—I shall be glad if you will 
bring the following matter before the Council, as the facts involve a 
question of principle affecting the profession at large. I am acting for a 
client who, at the time of Mr. Justice North’s retirement, had two cases 
pending in his court; the cases were heavy and intricate ; their conduct 
had been placed in the hands of a junior and a leader, both of whom had 
bestowed an immense amount of time and labour upon them, and were 
acquainted with every detail. On Mr. Justice North’s retirement the 
junior took silk, and now practises in another court, and the leader also 
left the court and attached himself elsewhere. I was informed that I 
could no longer have the services of the junior in settling the pleadings, 
&c., and that, with regard to the leader, if [ desiréd to retain him, I should 
have to give him a special retainer in each case to cover all interlocutory 
applications if I desired him to appear on any, and a further special retainer 
with his brief in each case when it came into court. My client happens to 
be a rich man to whom the payment of these extra fees is a matter of 
comparativ.ly small moment, but this of course is an accident. The 
principle of giving a special retainer toa counsel who is attached to 4 
particular court and whom it is de-ired to brief in another court is, of 
course, intelligible, but nevertheless it is @ great hardship that it should 
obtain in cases like those just detailed. ‘The solicitor gives to counsel the 
work believing and intending that he shall carry the case through from 
the beginning to the end, and if he {the solicitor) were to substitute at 
pleasure some other counsel at different stages of the same action this 


. would be justly considered as a breach of etiquette and resented 
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yoordingly. It seems unreasonable that a client should be forced to face 
the alternative of either losing the counsel who has undertaken the 
enduct of his case or of paying a special fee which possibly he may 
fl be able to afford. The acts of the connsel in i silk on 
the one hand, and in selecting another court were both acts of pure 
volition on their part, and it is hard that the client should suffer. 
In the Queen’s Bench Division this practice does not obtain, and if a 
junior at the common iaw bar takes silk he continues to act as junior in 
thecases he had in hand atthe time. It would seem to be only reasonable 
that the same course should be adopted at the Chancery bar, and that this 
isnot the case isan anomaly. I am told that at the Chancery side the 
of these special retainers is of modern creation, and has varied 
considerably from time to time, and with the views of some two or three 
ofthe leading counsel of that bar for the time being. I ask the Council 
totake this question into consideration, and to make such representations 
tothe Bar Committee as they may think fit. I would suggest that in the 
interests of the profession and of the client it is desirable that some 
and well-defined rules should be laid down, and that the interests 
of the client being paramount the practice in the Chancery Division should 
atleast be altered in cases like those detailed in the earlier part of this letter. 
It would further, I submit, be desirable that some definition should be 
authoritatively given as to the real meaning of special retainers, and to what 
cases they are to apply. If, as I believe, the special fee is given to take a 
counsel out of his court, is it to be given more than once in the same case, 
and if not, on how many occasions can it be claimed? At any rate 
whatever may be the ruling on the subject, there clearly should be an 
wiformity of practice in both divisions of the courts.-.{ am, dear sir, 
yours faithfully, A Memuzr. E. W. Williamson, Esq., Secretary, Incor- 
porated Law Society, Chancery-lane. 

Having carefully considered the above communication, the Council 
reported as follows: The Council cannot accept all the statements in the 
letter as quite accurate. Any junior in either division who takes silk can 
attend in any court without a special fee in any case in which he has been 
engaged as junior. The rule that a leader should not settle pleadings is 
without exception in the Chancery Division, but a suitor can always obtain 
the assistance of the junior already retained by him, notwithstanding that 
he may have taken silk, by obtaining his opinion in consultation with 
the new junior or any point, whether on pleadings, answers to interroga- 
tories, evidence, or any other interlocutory matter. The Council think it 
reasonable that a Queen’s Counsel who changes his court should not appear 
in the court from which he has moved without a special fee, even in cases 
in which he has previously appeared as leader; and the Council are of 
opinion that a special fee can be claimed on every brief which takes a 
leader into any court in which he does not usually practise. As regards 
the statement in the letter that ‘‘in the Queen’s Bench Division a junior 
taking silk continues to act as junior in the cases he had in hand at the 
time” (which statement the Council understand to mean that a junior in 
the Queen’s Bench Division who has taken silk can settle pleadings, 
interrogatories and answers, and advise on evidence in all cases in which he 
was employed when a junior), the Council have found on inquiry that the 
practice in the Queen’s Bench Division on this point is not uniform. An 
emment Queen’s Counsel who had a very considerable junior practice 
stated that at the time of taking silk he consulted the then Attorney- 
General, Sir Richard Webster, and several friends as to what 
the practice was in their cases and generally, and the universal 
opinion was that, upon taking silk a barrister must give up all 
pleading, and all ordinary summonses in judges’ chambers, except those 
in which he had already appeared and which had been adjourned. On 
the other hand a contrary view of the practice was taken by other 
Prominent members of the profession consulted by the Council, who 
expressed the opinion that a junior who had been instructed in an action 
and then took sulk continued to be entitled to settle pleadings, and do the 
other ordinary work of a junior in that action after taking silk. The 
Council therefore reported that on the Queen’s Bench side there is not a 
uniform pouee which prohibits a junior who has taken silk from 
settling pleadings and doing the other ordinary work of a junior after 
he becomes a Queen’s Counsel, in cases in which he was retained as a 
junior. It is, however, in the discretion of a junior who has taken silk to 
Tefuse to do this work, and this course is often followed. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
Was held at the Law Instution, Chancery-lane, on the 10th inst. Mr. T. 

urgrave Francis (Cambridge) in the chair. The other directors present 
being: Messrs. J. Roger B. Gregory, Sir George H. Lewis, Sidney Smith, 
E W. Williamson, and J. T. Scott (secretary). A sum of £490 was dis- 
wibuted in grants of relief, four new members were admitted to the 
&sociation, and other general business transacted. 











LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 
Pad death is announced, in bis seventy-ninth year, of Mr. Joun 
aTkick Murroves, solicitor, of 11, Great James-street, London. Mr. 
Murrough was admitted in 1844, and had practised both as an English 
solicitor and as an Irish and Scotch agent. He came, says the Zimes, 
of very old Irish family, and was at ohe time a powerful platform 


1 er. He sat in Parliament for Bridport as a Liberal from 1852 to 
7, and unsuccessfully contested Blackburn in 1859 and Midhurst, 


» in 1874. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIP. 
DissoLUTIons. 

Watrer May Barron and Bensamin Herpert Vores, solicitors (Barton 
& Vores), East Derebam. March 25. 

Tuomas Wriixryson, ANTHONY Henry Hossack, and Frank WILi1am 
Smmonps, solicitors (Wiikinson, Horsack, & Simmonds), 12 and 13, 
Nicholas-lane, and 103, Aldersgate-street, London. Nov. 20,1900. The 
easid Anthony Henry Hossack and Frank William Simmonds will carry on 
the same business at 12 and 13, Nicholas-lane aforesaid, under the style or 
firm of Wilkinson, Hossack, & Simmonds. [ Gazette, April 5. 

Arrnur Tuomas ASHWELL, Gzorce TuTIN, and James Kpwarp TrovuGHTon 
Dean, solicitors (Ashwell, Tatin, & Troughton Dean), Manchester. 
March 25. 

Harry Barser and Artraur Ernest Smuupson, solicitors (Barber & 
Simpson), 32, Great St. Helen’s, London. April 4. 

Joun Larnam Press (now deceased) and James Inskir and Epwarp 
Payne Press, solicitors (Press, Inskip, & Press), Bristol. March 2. 

Freperick Henry Honey and Wiireep Duxe Meters, solicitors 
(Honey & Mellersh), St. Swithin’s-chambers, 33, St. Swithin’s-lane, 
London. March 31. [ Gazette, April 9. 





GENERAL, 


It is announced that Mr. Philander O. Knox has accepted the post of 
Attorney-General of the United States. 

Mr. Joseph Brown, K.C., says the Daily Telegraph, celebrated his ninety- 
second birthday on the 4th inst., having been born on the 4th of April, 
1809. His connection with the bar extends over sixty-nine years, having 
entered as a student at the Middle Temple in January, 1832. 

The eighth annual dinner of the Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Association 
will be held at the Hotel Cecil on Thursday, the 18th of April next. The 

resident of the association, Mr. F. H. Stokes, will preside. The guests will 
the Lord Chief Justice (Lord Alverstone), W. I’. Hamilton, Esq., K C., 
H. E. Duke, Esq., K.C., M.P., John Roskill, Esq., Master Hawkins, the 
President of the Incorporated Law Society (Robert Ellett, Eeq.), E. W. 
Williamson, Esq., and others. 

The following are the arrangements for hearing probate and matrimonial 
causes during the Easter sittings: Undefended matrimonial causes will be 
taken on Tuesday and Wednerday next and on each Monday during the 
sittings after motions. Probate and defended matrimonial cauces for 
hearing before the court itself will be taken on Thursday, the 18th, Friday 
the 19th, Tuesday the 23rd, Wednesday, the 24th, Thursday, the 25th, 
and Friday, the 26th of April, and will also be taken in Court IT. when 
admiralty cases are not appointed to be heard. Special jury cases will be 
taken on and after Tuesday, the 30th of April. Common jury cases will 
be taken on and after Friday, the 17th of May. A Divisional Court will 
sit on Tuesday, the 7th of May. 

It is @ source of satisfaction, eays a New York journal, that the decision 
of Justice Davy in Roberson v. Rochester Folding-Box Co , at the special term 
of the New York Supreme Court for Monroe County, July, 1900 (65 N. Y. 
Sup. 1109), has elicited general approval from the press, both secular and 
professional. The plaintiff was, according to all forms of definition, an 
absolutely private perron. She was simply a young woman of great 
personal beauty, with nothing to distinguish her from other persons in 
private life similarly favoured by nature. The defendant assumed to use a 
likeness of her, which was readily recognizable, as a trade-mark in its 
business. A clearer and more fl t invasion of the right of privacy, if 
such a right exist, could not be imagined. Judge Davy very properly 
held that an injunction would lie. 

A meeting of the creditors of Christopher Vickry Bridgman, solicitor, 
late Registrar of the East Stonehouse and Plymouth County Court, was, 
says the Zimes, held on Wednesday at Plymouth. Mr. F. L. Clark, 
Official Receiver of the County Court of Gloucester, presided, the bank- 
ruptcy proceedings having been transferred to Bristol on the application 
of the Oflicial Keceiver at Plymouth. The statement of affairs shewed 
gross liabilities amounting to £15,923 3s. 4d., of which £8,835 is expected 
to rank for dividend. Assets comprised furniture estimated to produce 
£100, gold chain and locket £2, surplus from securities in the hands of 
creditors fully insured, £150—total, £252. After deducting preferential 
claims there remained a deficiency of £8,603 15s. 10d. ‘Ihe official 
receiver, in his printed observations, stated that in January, 1896, 
the debtor executed a deed under which he agreed to set aside £700 
a year out of his ncome for the benefit of his creditors, and the trustee 
under that arrangement is said to have paid the creditors 4s. 6d. in the 
pound. The debior, who admitted that he had been insolvent for years, 
ascribed bis position to want of capital, originally undertaking upon 
himself and discharging liabilities not nis own of £3,000 on commencing his 
profeseional business in 1862, and borrowing money at exorbitunt rates of 
interest, and to heavy law costs. I1t was also admitted that, although 
not during recent years, he had lost large sums by betting, and 
£2,007 7s. 6d. deducted from the total of the unsecured debts came under 
that category. It was fully stated that the bankrupt had no proposal to 
make to his creditors, and the official receiver pointed out that, having 
regard to the smallness of the assets, the dividend could be but fractional. 
The official receiver was appointed trustee with a consultative committee. 








WaknING TO INTENDING Houses Purcuassrs anp Lassaes.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Tested and Reported — by an Expert from The Sanitary Engineering 
Co, (H. Carter, C.E., Manager), 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee 
quoted on receipt of full particulars. Established 25 years. ‘Telegrams, 
“Sanitation,”” London. Telephone, ‘‘ No. 316 Westminster.’’—[Apvr. } 
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COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rots or Reaistrars 1s ATTENDANCE OV 











Emercency <Appsat Covrr Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rora. No. 2. KEKEWICH. BYRNE. 
....15 Mr. Farmer Mr, Pugh Mr. King Mr. Leach 
sna Church Beal Farmer Godfrey 
oS Jackson Pugh ing Leach 
18 King Beal Farmer Godfrey 
.-.19 Greswell Pugh King Leach 
. 20 Pemberton Beal Farmer Godfrey 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Cozens-Harpy, FarweEL.. BuckLey. JoyYcE, 
15 Mr. Pemberton Mr. Lavie Mr. Church Mr. Carrington 
+16 Jackson Carrington Greswell Lavie 
17 Pemberton Lavie Church Beal 
18 Jackson Carrington Greswell Pugh 
19 Pemberton vie Church Godfrey 
. 20 nD Carrington Greswell Leach 
THE PROPERTY MART. 


SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


April 16.—Mezsrs. Davin Bunyetr & Co,, at the Mart, at 2:—City of London: Long 
Leasehold ; let on yearly tenancy of lease shortly expiring at £100 per annum. 
Solicitors, Messrs, Barfield & Barfield, London. (See advertisement, this week, p. 3.) 

April 17.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranritcp, at the Mart, at 2:—New Cross: Freehold 
Ground-rent of £14 per annum, with reversion to the rack-rentals of £195 per annum 
in 1914. Solicitor, J. J. Williamson, Esq.. Dea'!.—Enfield : Detached Double-froated 
Freehold Residence, near the railway, with large garden. Solicitors. Messrs Fox, 
Thicknesse, & Hull, London —Chingford and Wickford: Freehold Building Land, 
Solicitors, Messrs. Huntley & Non, London, (See advertisements, this week, back page.) 

April 18 —Mesars, H. E. Foster & Cranrik£vp, at the Mart, at 2:— 

REVEBRSIONS : 
To One-third of One-fourth, and to One-eighth of Three-fourths, and another 
One-eighth of Three-fourths, of an Estate value £19,263; lady aged 69. 
Solicitors, Messrs. King & Ludlow, Birmingham ; Messrs. Lord & Parker, 
Worcester; and A. Rooke, Esq , Birmingham. 
POLICIES : 
For £1,000, £200. Solicitors, Messrs. Kisdell & Thomys»n, London. 
For £1,500. 
SHARES: 
20 Shares in Coast Develspment Co Also 21 Debentures in R. H. & J. 
Pearson (Limited). Solicitors, Messrs. Bryson & Wells, London, and Messrs. 
Kettle, Landor, & Pop2. Wolverhampton. 
(See advertisements, this week, back page.) 
RESULT OF SALE. 
Meesra. C. C. & T. Moone sold, at the Mart, on Taoursday, Five Leascholds in Monsey- 
street, Mile Bnd, £1,550; Two Short Leaseholds in St. Peter’s-road, Mile End, £600; Two 
Freehold Housez in White Horse-lane, Mile End, £1,300. 








WINDING UP NOTICES 
London Gazelte.—Fuivay, April 5 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep 1s CHANCERY. 
Baitisn Evectrozose Convoration, Limireo—Petn for winding up, presented April 3, 


Notice of ap; 
noon of A) 
Berxaam Fisning Smack Saati Damace anv Protection Society, Limtrep (rm Liguipy. 


aring must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afte. 
16 


TION) —Creditors are required, on or before April 27, to send their names and ad 
with particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred Kendrick. Brixham f 

Cnear Woop Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented March 30, directed to by 
heard on April 17. Lowless & Co, 26, Martin’s toe. Cannon st, solors for petuer, 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternog, 
of April 16 


CrystaL Fountain Arratep Water Co, Limitzp—Creditors are required, on or before 
April 23, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims 
to John William Brown, 15, Water st. Liverpool ae 

Eastern Countizs Insurance Co, Tamitep—Petn for winding up, presented April 4 
directed to be heard April 17. Helder & Co, 3 and 4, Clement’s ina, Strand, for Simpson 
& Simpson, Leeds, solors for petmer. Notice of appearing musi reach the above-namej 
not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 16 

Gramoruone Co, LimiteD tors are required, on or before May 23, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Colin 
33, Princess st, Manchester. Cheston & Sons, 1, Great Winchester st, solors for 
liquidator 

NationaL Company ror THE DisraipuTion or Evecraiciry py SECONDARY GENERATORS, 
LimitEp—Petn for winding up, presented April 3, directed to be heard on April 17, 
Betteley, 23, Surrey st, Victoria Embankment, solor for petner. Notice of appeariog 
must reach the above-named no} later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 16 

Norra Lonpon Fivance Co, Limitep (1x LiquipatTion)—OCreditors are required, on or 
before May 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts o 
claims, to Frederick John Asbury, 143, Whittington rd, Bowes Park 

Oxgmer SynpicaTE, Luutep (1n_Liguipation) — Creditors are required, on or befor 
Mav 11, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to J. F. Beatson, 39, Lombard st ; 

Ozone Processzs, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before May 13, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to F. C. Lingard, 
20, Finsbury circus 

Piuto Hor Warer Synoicate, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Tuesday, 
May 28, to send their names and addresses, and the — of their debts or claims, 
to George C. Fearn, 478, Mansion House chmbra. win, jun, 1, Biri in Hand coutt, 
76, Cheapside, solor for liquidator 

Royton Dyeinc Co, Limirep -Creditors are required, on or before May 18 to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Charles 
Atkins, Queen st, Oldham. Knott, Oldham, solor to the liquidator 

W. E. Buckiey & Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before May 20, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particularsjof their debts or claims, to William Th: 
bbe 2 6, Booth st, Manchester, Rogerson & Sutcliffe, Manchester, solors for 
iquidator 





| London Gazette.—Turspay, April 9. 

| JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

| IMITED IN CHANSCKRY. 

| Duat Synpicars, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before May 11, to send their 

| mames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Martin & Co, 15, 

| Hing st, Cheapside, solors for liquidators 

| Wansprouci Pargr Co, Limrrep—Peta for winding up, presented April 4, directed to be 

| heard April17, Raphael & Co, 59, Moorgate st, solors for petaers, Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 16 

Witiiam Wuiraker & Sons, Limitep (1n Votunrary LiquipatTion)—Creditors are 
required, on or before May 8, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 

| their debts or claims, to George Proctor, 3, Grimshaw st, Burniey. Addleshaw & Co, 

+ Manchester, solors for liquidator 


| Joun Wriiiam SxHarre, deceased, of 126, Fulham-road, South Ken- 
| sington, Dentist, is believed to have made a Will during the last three 
| years. Any person having knowledge of such a Will will oblige by com- 


| municating with Messrs. H. C. Barker & Son, 8, Union-court, Old Broad. 


sted to be heard April 17, Barber & Son, Fen ct, London, solors for the petners. | street, E.C.—[Apvr. ] 








BANKRUPTC*% NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—Faivay, April 5. Pet March 


Lee. Ropert, Church In, Charlton, Tailor 
11 Ord April 2 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Auper, Arruug Eryest, Grampound, Cornwall, Groce 


Greenwich 


RECEIVING ORDEBS., 
Ames, Jous, Suffield, Norfolk, Labourer Norwich Pet 
April2 Ord April 2 


Asrivatt, Wittiam, Ashton unter Lyne, Grocer Ashton 
under Lyne Pet April3 Oxd April 3 
Arxixeos, Toomas Lawrence Bradford, Solicitor Brad- 
ford Pet March 2) Ord Aprill 
E, Bickenhall mansions, Portman sq High 


Bzaxvos, 
Court Pet March 8 Ord April 2 
Browsz, Exxest Wocan. Bevis Marks, Cycle Manufacturer 
High Court Pet March13 Ord april 2 
Crank, Aztavn W, Aylesbury, Bucks 
March 7 O1d March 20 
Crark, Witttam Atryrep, Eastbourne, Ta‘lor Eastbourne 
Pet Apsi'2 Ord April 2 
Co.iixs, Jonx, Mortlake, Surrey. Pork Butcher Wands- 
wo Pet April4 Ord april 4 
Coomse, Atsert Epwaup, Plymouth, 
Piymouth Pet Apri3 Ord April 3 
Coxst. Hewxer Ovivoz, Worthing Brighton Pet Murch 20 
Ord April 1 
Cowmiise, Witiiam, Dadleyport, Staffs Nottingham Pet 
2 Ord Aprilz 
De Teszeimans, Grorce, Penywern rd, Earl’s Court, 
i High Court Pet March5 Ord April 2 
Duscax, Wittsam Onn, Fulham High Court Pet Jan 1 
Ond Aprit 2 
. Jowmmru, Ospringe, Kent, Carman Canterbury 
Pet pr 13 Ord April 2 
Fiasacax, Mantix, Warrington, Warrington 
& April Ord April 1 
Porrrve, Wiustsam Lewis Bareman, Orlinebury, 
No Parmer Northampton Pet March iz 
Ord A 2 
Fucet, Hravext, Newport, Salop, Innkeeper Stafford 
& Ord aAprit2 
Gusen, Lov, Poplar, Boot Dealer High Court Pet 
March 22 Ord April | 
ck, Witttam Emuuerttr, Tadcaster, Yorks, Joiner 
York Pet Aprili Ord Aprill 
Hastau, Jonx LEiverr, Gloucester, General Dealer 
Gic Pet Aprilia Ord April 3 


Hox.iiss, Joux Janes, Handsworth, Income Tax Collector 
= — 5 ee wag get 
void, ALrezy G, New Urompton, Kent Rochester Pet 
Match 16 Ord’ April 1 . 

Jamus, Beows, Gonderland, Hosier Sunderland Pet 
a. 1 Ond Apeil 1 Stone 
ent, Cu snces, Oration St aret, nr Bwindon, Wilts, 

Baker Swindon Pet April? Ord April a 


Aylesbury Pet 


Confectioner 


Grocer 


Mason, Cuarces, Darwen, Lancs, Grocer Blackbura Pet 
April2 Ord April 2 

Massey, Avrrep, and Witiiam Joun Massey, Newport, 
Salop, Kngineers Stafford Pet April2 Ord April 2 

Newton, Hersert Jervis, Barrow in Furness, Grocer 
Barrow in Furness Pet April 2 Ord April 2 


Nopiy, Joux, Bradford, Grocer Bradfor Pet April 1 
Ord April 1 

Orncuagp, Josern Epwarp, Exeter, Monumental Mason 
Exeter Pet April3 Ord April 3 

Prac, Josxen, Bandiacre, Derby, Farmer Derby Pet 


April2 Ord April 2 

Pins, Maecaner, Gravesend, Kent Rochester Pet March 
11 Ord Apiil 1 

Poo.ey, Caruexing, and Daviv Boruiz, Plaistow, Essex, 
Miaeral Water Manufacturers High Court Pet April 
3 Ord April 8 

Possxerr, Tou Caivas, Gt Wigston, Leicester, Boot Dealer 
Leicester Pet April 2 Ord April 2 

Paice, Joszrn, and Atvert Price, Oakengates, Salop, 
Bakers Madeley Pet April 3 Ord April 3 

Puppy, Naruasin, Sreona, and Cuaries Cnicx Cox, 
Kingswood, Glos, Boot Manufacturers Bristol 
Pet March 29 Ord April 1 

Birvox, Georcx, Rotherham, Yorks, Steel Worker Sheffield 
Pet April 2 Ord aye 8 

Bossirzr, Joux Lewis, Torquay, Tailor Exeter Pet March 
22 O1d April 3 

Suonnock, Joun Tuomas, Blackburn Blackburn Pet 
April 8 Ord April 3 

Suvre, Joux, Watton, Bridport, Dairyman Dorchester 
Pet April 1 Ord April 1 

Siuyxerr, Tuomas, Liv | rd, Islington, Chemist High 
Court Pet April 3 April 3 

ong, Jame, See, Lancs, Blater Bolton Pet April 2 

ril 2 


April 16 at 12.30 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 
ALEXANDER, Hersert, Leeds, Engimeer April 12 at 
Leeds Law Institution, 14, Aloioa pl, Leeds 
Besnarr, James Wii1Am, Leicester, Grocer April 18 at 12 
Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Berrs, Frepenicx, Ipswich, Suffolk, Confectioner April 
15 «t 11.45 Great Eastern Hotel, Liverpool #, 
on 


Borwa.i, Artur Frevenic, Leicester, Collector Apri! @ 
at3 Off Reo, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 


| Branvon, E, Bickenhall mansions, Portman sq April % 


atl! Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Browne, Ernest Woaan, Bevis Marks, Cycle Mant- 
facturer April 19at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Bryan. Bensamin James, Leicester, Joiner April 12 at 
Off Kec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Carr, Tuomas, Marton, Lancs, Farmer Aprili2at 3 Of 
Rec, 14, Uhapel st, Preston 

CuesryMay, Feuix James, Steyning, Sussex, Butcher 
April 12 at3 Off Kec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton — 

Davies, Tuomas Joun, Goldington, Beds, Managing 
Director April 15 at12 Ked Lion Hotel. Bedford 

De TunzeLmany, Georax, Penywern rd, Earl's Court, 
Engineer April!9at1l Bankruptcy bldgs, Careys 

Duncan, Wituiam Orr, Fulham April 22 at 12 Bank 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


| Evans, Wittram Reprern, Rhus on Sea, Denbighs, Builde 


Br unin, ny. New Romney, Kent, Solicitor Hastings | 
et A: | 


prils Ord April 3 
Eruaves, Jutivs, Baltic st, Golden ln High Court 
March 16 Urd April 1 


Pet 


| Furness, Davip, Morley 
Rec, Bank 


April 12 at 11,16 Imperial Hotel, Colwyn Bay 
Fianacan, Mantis, Warrington, Grocer y 10 at 1045 
Court house, Palmyra sq, Warriogton 
Faizpman, Emit, Brighton, Wire Jeweller April 26 at# 
Off Res, 4, Pavilion bidgs, hton 
Builder April 12 at 3.30 Of 
chmbrs, Batley 
Ginpens, Wittiam Connerive, Ramegate, Smackowne 
April 18 at 9.30 Off Reo, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 
Guyvitn, Atyrep Howszt., Port Talbot, Glam, Com- 
mission Agent April iéat 12 Off Reo, 31, Alexands 
rd, Swansea 


| Gnocock, Wittiam Emmerr, Tadcaster, Yorks, Joiné 


Waxeniey, Hassan, Salford, Lancs, Pork Butcher Sal- 


ford Pet Apriit Ord Aprill 
Wa ro 8, Par ne, Dorset Poole Pet March 2) Ord 
April 2 


Ween, Tuomas, Stratford, Kesex, Builder 
Pet April ‘Ord April i 

Wi.xine, Warren Bauwann, 
Pet Apil2 Ord April2 


April 16 at 12,16 Off Rec, 28, Stonegate, York 
Gui.vornp, Fronsxnce Maup, Leicester, Milk Dealer 
17 at 3 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Guitvorp, Witutam Anruun, Leicester, Farmer April 17 
at8 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 


High Court Hay, Davip, Mountain Aa, Hosier April 12 at 3 1%, 
High st 
Oxford, Builder Oxford Howse 


Merthyr 
Wit1am, Bulwell, Notts, Baker April 17 at 8 
Reo, 4, Castile pl, Park st, Nottingham 
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inp, GzoRGE 5 oe Newark, Notte, April 
UemiD S50 Of Ree, 4. Gactle pl, Pork’ t, Nottingham 
foc, Atrrep G, ie Brompton, Kent April 
11.80 116, High st. Roches’ 
, FReDERICK OLDERSHAW, Leadenhall Lm Machinist 
19at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Care’ 
las, Feepenicx, Luton, Beds, mnw § apt 18 at 245 
Chamber of Commerce, 53, Geor idnide 
lauvetvT. Frepgrick CHARLES, iden in in, - eet Ad- 
yertisement ee April 23 at 12 Bankrupte y 


LpERMA i ull, To 
gh be ll Waiany Sone. Sat Apeil 
Y, scontaas ILLIAM, Swanee' 
tet 12 3 12.30 Ree, 81, ‘Alexandra ra, 8 Swansea 
lay, MatTutas + ae Old Jewry, Clerk April 23 
at 11 iptcy bldgs, Carey 
108, rette 3 Co, Greek a oa ioe y 
Blackpool, hen’ "aharchees” April 12 at 
Off Rec, 14, enon = — 

a a April 12 at 
= saves & Son, ct, a Bankers A 
on. , Fy Newport, Mon, nl April 15 at 12 
Of Westgate chmbrs, Newport, Mon 
Mourtarx, Bensamin, Kirkstall, Leeds, eer April 12 

atiz Off }~ 4 


ieee, WILLIAM, end, Hauli-r April19 at 9.30 
my, taxa, Beigh ¥ i J April 17 at 8 
Ocpzy, Henry, use, Yorks same a 
uff Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Hi if 
OQwsx, Samuget Davies, Liga ~ -* Montgomery, 
Furniture Dealer April 24at11.30 1, High st, New- 
town 


ps, Puituip, Lianfyrnach, Pembroke, Farmer 
April 13 at 12 | Mk. SE Se aeell a 6 

Pow, MarGAaReEt, ves ent 29 at ll 11) 
High st, Rochester 

Russpex, AtBERt, Leeds, Boot Maker April17at11 Off 
Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Bicuarps, Water, aeeosteny,, Os nat’ shee pate April 16 
at 10.45 Ott Rec, 42, 8t John’s Shrewsbury 

Rosson, Henry fa dag Waterloo, Lancs, Commerci 
pol April 17 at2 Off Rec, 36, Victoria st, Liver- 

Romax, R J, Lombard st, aaa April 18 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

os, om oy Lodging House al April 17 

35, Victoria st, Li Liverpool 

eee, yr bn) Brourer, and Barotp ScHOFIELD, 
Barrow in Furness, Joiners Fy = 18 at 11.15 Off 
Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 

Suont, WiLL14m Henry, Parham, Suff Farmer April 
Wat2 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswi 

Burrs, Joun, cliffe, Lancs, Slater April 16 at 11 Off 
Rec, Exchange st. “Bolton 

Burs, Rosert, and Rosert Mavucuan Suiru, Willington 
Quer Northumberland, Builders April #2 at 11 30 

» 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

St ty Jouan Hotmsog, ne \ Outfitter 

a 16at2 Off Rec, Bosca 
x, H, Manchester, Silk Agent M April 19 at 8 Off Reo, 

‘ipo st, Manchester 

aa Witi1am, Morley, York, Grocer April 12 at 3 


Lng ad. Gh 

Tuomas, Gzorcs, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Painter April 17 
at12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria at, Liverpool 

a ee Grorce, Liverpool, ~ ae April 16 at 12 

Rec, 35, Victoria st, Li 

Waxzaiey, Hanxan, Salford, = April 15 at 3.30 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Mancheste: 

Wattze, Arravur Epwarp, tan, Bedford, Manufac- 
turers’ Meterial Merchant —! 18 at 2.15 Chamber 
of Commerce, 53, George st, L 

ee. Baxny, Bedford, folicitor April 15 at 2 Red 


ford 
Wasa, Bras, Caste Ditch, Stationer April 12 at 2.30 
0! 
son, CHARLES a Marten, Fenchurch st, Metal 
Merchant April 22 at 11 bankru bldgs, Carey st 
Wusox, Tuomas, Barrow in Furness, Fruit Dealer A 
12 at 11.30 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in 


ness 
Wrarr, Saconn,, Stoke Bowtagien, Brewer April 18 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
ADJUDICATIONS, 
Awxs, Jonn, Suffield, Norfolk, Labourer Norwich Pet 
Aprilz Ord April 7 
—— Wittiam, Ashton under Lyne, Grocer Ashton 
er Lyne Pet April8 Ord April 8 
hoon ALTER WILLIAM Freperick, High st, Lewte- 
ham, Builder Greeawich Pet FebS Ord April 2 
cu, Frances, and Jonny Henry Broven, Matiock 
Derbys, Printers Derby Pet Feb 28 O:d 


Buatox, Samuzt Wytxs, Gloucester, Furniture Dealer 
Reading Pet March 


6 Ord March 80 
Coompz, ALBERT Sowem, Plymout =a Confectioner 
Oooras Tunes, ant Wiscsan Bee eo Manchester 
AMES, aD Be ENRY PE, 
oe enatnctes Manchester Be Mars 


—, a. Moseley, Worcester, Commission 
Cowuna, Tauas, Dudleyport, Nottingham Pet 
Boneh, Witisaa Ospeur, Carlisle, Solicitor Carlisle 
mopman, Joszrn, Vsprings, Kent, Carman Canterbury 


Aprils Ord a 
Paxscas, Maarix, arrington, Grocer Warrington 


Aprill ord April 1 


Fostyru, Srapa Sunderland 
pa pg By es » Maltster Sunderland 
Prost, — Tp tym Balop, Innkeeper Stafford 


Insurance 
ea, I — 


Pet Ord 
Quanain TH, Roast, 
High Court Pet Feb 





Grocock, = coe Tadcaster, Yorks, Joiner | Sonrety. Caantes Heyry, 8t Leonard's on Sea, Plumber 
York Per aeea t Ord ‘april 1 Pet april4 Ord April 4 
Joun Ry Py os er, General Dealer Tapgee. Sakeen, SE Weaver Burnley Pet April 4 
Quam hy Morriston, Glam Swansea 
Bt apcl det Spat 


~~, ay Port Cowes. I of W, Yacht Builder | 
ewport Pet March 
Wurretock, Wit, c.4 Stoapie, Yorks, Grey- 
hoond Trainer Northallerton pe net 8 Ord 


James, Brown, ,» Hosier Sunderland Pet§April | 


April 1 
ma Giant, Bat, on i of Ta wie Tuomas, Kingston 
MoB Henry ALuEN, . Licensed Victualler Maker Kingston ‘Hull pat apeil ¢ Fe’ Osd agell4 
Exeter Pet March 19 Ord April 2 FIRST MEBTINGS. 


eG Duncan St Vincent, and Jouy Guiey. Addie 
Wood Wholesale Clothiers High Court 


at, Pe: 18 at 11 
March 19 Ord April 3 BENNETT, 

Mason, Cuar.es, Darwen, Lancs, Grocer Blackburn Pet | Builder 

2 


April April 2 
Mountain, Bexsamin, Kirkstall, Leeds, Engineer Leds 
Pet March 14 Ord A 1 


Arxixsey, Toomas Lawrgexce, Bradford. Solicitor April 
Off Rec, 31. —— row, ag 

Watrze Witt Frepeai Lewisham, 

Aprit 17 at 11.30 24, Rai way app, London 


Ciarke, ANTHONY, Norwood, Bookseller’s Traveller April 





18 at 11.80 24, Railway app, Bridge 
Newros, a Pet Apel is” Pm om, Jou, Giem, Grocer April 17 at 2 
Barrow April 2 
Bradford Pet 1 | Forp, Rosgrt Txo: at . Photographer 
Si a EE, Cee April >. otis on ae ori La 
Orcuarp, — Epwarp, Exeter, Monumental Mazon Maicouasos, Epwa ar oe ee 
Exeter 8 Ord April 3 117 at 12 ce co 
Owen, Ray avigs. Llaallwchaiarn, Montgomery, Nonus, Jou, Sadie 18 at 11.30 biog Bes, 
Furniture Dealer Newtown Pet March 15 Ord 
fora Sandiacre, Derbys, Farmer Derby Pet Onciay Sonar Rowanay Ba Bedford Exeter 
Poss. 30 nt a ’ fear ~~ Samvuzt Baap, Checkendon, Farmer 
17at12 1, 8t Aldete’s, Oxford 


2 
Poo.ey, Seeman and Davip Borate, Plaistow, 
Mineral W: 


April 
ater Manufacturers High Court Pet Papel | Porrripcse, Hagry, April 18 at 1230 &, 


P ~ ge og Lias, Gt Wigston, Leicester, Boot | Porrer, ght Gauseen. teal, Kent, Mineral Water 
Oe Dealer Leicester Pet April 2 Ord April 2 , | pak ey py 


Paice, JoszpH, and Aupert Price, 
Bakers Madeley 


Sal Sevenoaks 
eS ame ye om °? | Parca, Fou, Rania, Hereford, Grocer Aprili7at3 2, 


Brick Manu- | Offa st, H 
Cambridge Pet Feb 9 Ord April 1 | Ro ~~ “oe Manchester, Railway Con- 
Rotherham, Yorks, Steel Worker | tractor April 22 at 3 Off Rec. Byrom st, Manchester 
Sheffield Pet April3 Ord April 3 | Rossirzr, Jeet Looe, Set, Se April 25 at 10 45 
Song, Se Queen Victoria st High Cout Pet | wn baa ton a a - 
Director april 19 at 330 Ti ia 


| Sonat. Cuar.es Henry, St Leonard’s on Sea. Plumber 
Ord April 1 April 16 at 2 County Court Office, 24, Cambriage rd, 


eFpoo! Islington, Chemist High Hastings 
Brox, ir Ord As a - “np i shi, Bostmaker April 16 at 3 
Lancs, Slater Contractor Station oucester 
po he: - ae teakiahen Bl:ckburn a 
| ‘ 

Ord * — | Wispsor, Joux, Porta, Dairyman April 16 at 3 
Trortey, Joun Evans, Birmingham Birmingham Pet | 135, High st, 

March 22 Ord April 2 A CATIONS. 


Wakertey, Hannan, —- Lancs Salford Pet. | Crarx, Wittiam ALFRED, Tailor Eastbourne 
gq ee 4 Birmingham, Manufecturer of | | ann oy Motticke ks, Surrey, Pods Butcher Wands- 
“So tes ome ingham Pet March 18 Ord| worth Pet Ord 
April 2 Goopman. Epwix RS, 
Wuirtaxer, Txomas, Crumpsall, Manchester, Aniline | so Wells 
Dye Manufacturer Manchester Pet March 1 Ord | HawKuns, aN 
April 2 Builder 


Primz, Epwakrp, Barr 
fac 
Birron. Grorce, 
SHorrock, ‘= “ioaas, Blackburn Blackburn Pet | 
A 
— Jour, Watton, Bridport, Dairyman Dorchester 
Siuwerr, 
me... J Radcliffe, 
TH, JOHN, 
Boiton Pet 2 Ord April 2 
Swaris, H, 
March 


Corte T peat, April 9. | Tames, Agtaus Wituiam, Cardiff, 
Worcester, Ho Hosier Worcester t | mr... eee Bisley, Licensed 
Comp, Swe Se er Pe * = Pet rn Ord A n 


ctualler 
Cousexs, yy JAMES, Accountant on, | Matcotusox, Epwarp, Camp, or 
Surrey Pet Feb 19 Surtiton =a Lancs Blackburn ot Mor’ 


Cars, Janne, Codicote, ax Savye, Herts, Farmer Luton | Moreax, ave | ery Newport Pet 
e 
Ut 4 Smethwick Py Grocer West Peray, Wittiam Wintshareb Dealer in Machinery 
Gn romwich "pd Pet March 22 Crewe Pet March 18 Ord noel 
James, ARTHUR b beerny Baur, toker Cardiff Pet | Rossrrsr. Jonx Lewis, Torquay, Tailor Exeter Pet 
April 2 Ord April 2 March 22 oT 
Lancaster, BerBert, and Samvet Bevrieip, Birkenhead, Situ, Russet, and Maveuas Sura, 
B atbuilders Birkenhead Pet April3 Ord April3 ' boy N a ome Sema en toes 


——. Ie Gateshead, Printer Newcastle on Tyne | 
Pet 4) ora 


April 1 Sorrge.y, Cuagies Heyer, St yeh 8 on Sea, Plumber 


. Pet Ord 
Log an cna A Pet Apel 70nd Ape | “taont Abra *tSumnley, Weaver Burnley Pet Apeil 4 
Ma eS ‘Ord Apell’4 : | Tuomas, Joun, Pengwern, Morriston, Glam Swansea Pet 
ee. CATHERINE JANE, ~~ Pay re me “Wictina,. Aindetby = 
Partuirs, ANGELO Brenarp, Palace ne, Wood Green | hound Trainer Pet April 3 Ord 


Edmonton Pet Feb 11 Ord A 
Saxton, Atrrep Harry, N 
___ Rerwieh Pet April 4 Ord april 4 


Apri 3 
Maker 
Wirson, Tomas, ton epon Hall Pet Ap ya Ord Apri = : 


“EQUITY AND LAW 


ZELIEFH ASSURANOE SOOIDTYT. 
ESTABLISHED 1844. 


Funds exceed - - ” £3,600,000. 


LONG-TERM POLICIES AT LOW RATES, with right to change 
to Ordinary Assurances, thus giving 


THE CHEAPEST ASSURANCE PROCURABLE. 


Write for NEW PROSPECTUS, containing full information and other important 
alterations, to 
SEORETARY, 18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON. 


* cabinet Maker | 
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THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





April 13, 1g0t. 








SHORTHAND AND TYPEWRITING. 


TREADWELL & WRIGHT, 


I, of 8 W., N.U.T., 
33 CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


Inebriety and the Abuse of Drugs. 


PLAS-YN-~DINAS, 
Dinas Mawddwy, Merionethshire, 
Wales. 





LEGAL AND GENERAL SHORTHAND WBRITEBS | | For Gentlemen of the Upper 


AND TYPISTS 
EsTABLISHED 1845. 

The *horthaod Writers appointed by the Court in Pablic 
and Private Examinations under the 
Companies Acts. 

Legal and General Verbatim and Condensed Reporting. 


. All kinds of Legal, Literary, ook Repent Sree Save. 
Competeaot Clerks for Emergencies and Arrears. 
Rooms and Olerks for service of Clients on the premises. 


Country orders returned same day if required. 





PATENTS and TRADE-MARES. 


W. P, THOMPSON & co., 
322, High Holborn, W.C. 


‘end at Liverroot, Manouesrsr, and Biauiveran), 
LONDON and INTERNATIONAL AGENTS of Pro- 
vineial and Foreign SOLICITORS in 
PATENT matters. 

Representatives in all Capitals. 


ATENTS.—Mr. F. W. GOLBY, A.1.M.E., 
M.8.A., Patent Agent (late of H.M. Patent Offices 
36, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. ae ge = 
i and Registration effected in all parts 
World. Oppositions conducted. Opinions and ade 
as to novelty. 








FEE GO GUINEAS 


OOL SHIP CONWAY” 


oom: wanes 

YOUNG GENTLEMEN 
topecome OFFICERS 
IN MERCHANT STEAMERS. 
“FOR PROSPECTUS APPLY TO 
THE CAPT., AT. MILLER.R.N 










EDE AND SON, 


ROBE i a MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT. 
To Her FP o~y" the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
udicial Bench, b, Conporation of # London, & c. 


ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 

Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
Clerke, and Clerks of the Peace. 
Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns. 
ESTABLISBED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


Yee meen ne 9 SOCIETY’S GARDENS, 

— 's a are now — ar a (exept 
days Children always ‘a aes Among the recent i vaditions 
is a young male Argali sheep. 





Glasses only. 
Shooting—10,000 acres. Fishing-9 miles Salmon, 
27 miles Trout. 

References — 
Dr. Gro. Savace. 8, Henrietta-street, Cavendish- 
square, on. 
Dr. D. Fenris, 84, Cavendish-square, London, 
For Prospectus, Terms, &c., apply to 
DOr. WALKER, J.P., 
Dinas Mawddwy. 





TREATMENT OF INEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOME. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 


For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 
For Terms, &c., appl 
ne 8. D. HOGG. 
Medical Superintendent. 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 


Medical Attendant: J. Aa NEALE, M.B., 
M.R.C.P. Lond. Principal: H RILEY, Aseoc. Soc. 
Study of Pe. Bh. years’ en Excellent 
tent onl erences. For terms and particulars 
apply Mins LEY oe or the Principal. 


BRAND & CO’S 
SPECIALTIES 
For INVALIDS. 











Prepared from finest ENGLISH. MEATS 


ESSENCE OF BEEF, 
BEEF TEA, 
MEAT JUICE, &c., 


Of all Chemists and Grocers. 


BRAND & LTD., ‘MAYFAIR, 


00., & MAYPALE 
WORKS, VAUXHALL, LODO. 8. 





THE MOST NUTRITIOUS. 


ErPrPSS 


GRATEFUL—COMFORTING. 


COCOA 


BREAKFAST—SUPPER. 














PARTRIDGECOOPER 


PRINTERS. 


LITHOGRAPHERS. 





THE “‘ ROYAL COURTS” BRIEF CARRIER, 
Price 18/6. 


Nut Brown, Bag lao 19 one pockets, 
by7 


I Uustrated Catalogue Post Free. 


191 & 192, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900, 








BY AUTHORITY, | 





Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use, 


Suare Certiricates, DesenrunEes, &c., engraved and 
printed. Orricial Sza.s desigaed and executed. 


Solicitors’ Account Books, 


RICHARD FLINT & CO, 


Stationers, Printars, Engravers, Registratioa Agents, &c., 
49, FLEET STREEL, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn). 

Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed, 





NOW READY, SESOND EDITION. PRICE &, 
A Practical Handbook to the Companies Acts, 
By Francis J.GReen, of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Layw. 








3. FISHER, 188, Strand. 








-PROBAT a 


The Members of the LEGAL PROFESSION 
ly requested to kindly Recom- 








Executors and 


requiring Valuations. 


1 & 2, GRACECHURCH STREET. ‘ecauadte. E.C., and 17 & 18. 





others 


LONDON, W. 
ESTABLISHED 1772. 





VALUATION 


PINK & SONY 


5] 







GO) 


—_— 


PICCADILLY, 








